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Abstract

In order to have a better understanding of ultrafast electrical control of exchange
interactions in multi-orbital systems, we study a two-orbital Hubbard model at
half filling under the action of a time-periodic electric field. Using suitable pro-
jection operators and a generalized time-dependent canonical transformation, we
derive an effective Hamiltonian which describes two different regimes. First, for
a wide range of non-resonant frequencies, we find a change of the bilinear Heisen-
berg exchange Jox that is analogous to the single-orbital case. Moreover we
demonstrate that also the additional biquadratic exchange interaction Bex can be
enhanced, reduced and even change sign depending on the electric field. Second,
for special driving frequencies, we demonstrate a novel spin-charge coupling phe-
nomenon enabling coherent transfer between spin and charge degrees of freedom
of doubly ionized states. These results are confirmed by an exact time-evolution
of the full two-orbital Mott-Hubbard Hamiltonian.

Contents

1 Introduction

2 Method
2.1 Electronic model
2.2 Projection operators 2
2.3 Generalized time-dependent canonical transformation

3 Results ird
3.1 Spin-one model 3
3.2 Beyond the spin-one model

4 Time-dependent numerical simulations

5 Conclusion i ld|



SciPost Physics

A Projection operators N
B Effective Hamiltonian
C Spin-one and pseudo spin-one operators
D Derivation of the effective spin-one Hamiltonian
E Effective Hamiltonian with Spin-Charge coupling 27
References 28

1 Introduction

The exchange interaction Jex between microscopic spins is the strongest interaction in mag-
netic systems. Therefore, the control of exchange is a very promising way for ultrafast control
of magnetic order, with potentially high energy efficiency. Recently, the control of Jex has re-
ceived significant interest both in experiments with cold atoms as well as in condensed matter
systems |1H11]. An appealing way to achieve a control of Je is to use periodic driving with
off-resonant pulses as was extensively investigated theoretically [12H17]. In particular, it was
predicted theoretically [12}/13] and recently confirmed experimentally [11] that by tuning the
strength and frequency of the driving, Je, can be reduced, enhanced and even reverse sign.
However, so far, most theoretical studies rely on single-orbital models, while multi-orbital
physics is important in many materials. Moreover, existing studies [18-21] on multi-orbital
systems did not reveal the role of orbital dynamics on the control of exchange interactions.

In order to have a better understanding of the influence of orbital dynamics on the control
of exchange, we report the study of a two-orbital system at half filling under the effect of a
periodic electric field. There are two main differences between single and multi-orbital systems
which are already captured in the two-orbital case. First, there is the Hund interaction Jy that
directly arises from inter-orbital exchange on the same site. At half filling and for Jg>0, each
orbital is singly occupied and the low-energy degrees of freedom are spin-one states which
interact both via a normal Heisenberg exchange JexS;.S; and with a biquadratic exchange
interaction Bex(gi.Q)Q. Second, as illustrated in Figure the two-orbital model has excited
states which are doubly ionized and strongly gapped with respect to states with only one
electron in each orbital (we will refer to configurations with one electron in each orbital as
singly occupied states). The doubly ionized states are charge states, which are coupled to
singly occupied states by two subsequent hopping processes.

Below we demonstrate that there exist two distinct regimes for the non-resonantly driven
two-orbital model. First, a regime for which the control of intersite exchange interactions
dominates. We recover a Heisenberg exchange interaction Jox (€, w) that is similar as in single-
orbital systems, where £ is the driving strength and w the driving frequency. In addition,
we findd that analogous to Jex(€,w), also the biquadratic exchange interaction Bex (&, w) can
be reduced, enhanced and reverse sign by tuning the strength and frequency of the driving
field. Second, we elucidate a regime for which a new type of spin-charge coupling phenomenon
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dominates over the exchange interaction. In this regime, a reversible transfer between spin
and charge degrees of freedom is feasible.

Figure 1: (Color online) Sketch of virtual hopping processes ty (in blue) between site ¢ and j
with different number of doublons d in the case of a single orbital (left) and a two-orbital (a
and b) model (right). Small red arrows indicate the spins of electrons. U denotes the Coulomb
repulsion and Jpg is the on-site Hund exchange interaction.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section [2] we introduce the two-orbital Hubbard
model, define projection operators, and introduce a generalization of the time-dependent
canonical transformation [16,18,22,123]. In Section (3| we derive the effective Hamiltonian,
study its low energy part, and show how to map it onto a spin-one model. From this spin-one
model, the Heisenberg exchange interaction as well as the additional biquadratic exchange
interaction are extracted. Beyond the spin model, we study the spin-charge coupling phe-
nomenon. Moreover, we confirm the analytical results on the spin-charge coupling by com-
puting the time evolution of the full two-orbital Mott-Hubbard model for a two-site cluster.
Finally, in Section [5], we draw conclusions.

2 Method

2.1 Electronic model

To study the role of orbital dynamics on the electrical control of exchange, we investigate a
two-orbital model at half-filling. The Hamiltonian is given by H(t) = Hy + Hiy(t), where
HU = Hnn + Hsf Hnn, Hsf and Hkm contain the density-density interaction, the spin-flip and
pair hopping, and the intersite hopping, respectively:

U-2Jy . U-3Ju). .
nn— Z Z {Unza’]‘nzcw"i_ ( 9 ) nzaanzﬂ& + (2)niaaniﬁa} (1)
1 a#B,o
Hy=—Ju Y ( m%wm%m+Cja¢0z6wja¢0zm) (2)
h,a#f
Hkm Z t’Lj Z Claacjaa (3)
<1,7>
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Here é;raa(émg) are fermionic creation (anihilation) operators for site i, orbital a=a,b, spin

o=1,], and ﬁiw:éga »Ciao. U is the on-site Coulomb interaction and Jy is the Hund exchange
interaction.

The time-dependence of the hopping term originates from the external electric field which
is described using the Peierls substitution ¢;;()=toe’*4® [12,24125], where e is the electronic
charge, A;;(t)= — 1FEycos(wt)(R;—R;) is the projection of the vector potential along the
direction from site 7 to j, where Ey is the amplitude of the field.

2.2 Projection operators

The conventional way to derive the exchange interaction is to use a canonical transformation
also known as Schrieffer-Wolff transformation [16,18,22,23]. For the two-orbital case, this is
more involved due to the Hund interaction Jy. To deal with this additional complexity, we
restrict the Hilbert space to blocks involving only two sites (ij). For all states ]¢k> on the

bond (i7), we then define projection operators ]f’d” (N, M) onto the following quantum numbers:
e Particle number:

(N = N) F{(N, M) |¢x) =0, (4)
where N= > Tiae and N=0,...,8 the number of electrons which occupy the system.
[fe%e

e Total spin S% component:

(M — S5) PY(N, M) |¢1) =0, (5)
where $%, = 32(87 + 5%) and M= —2,....2.
i
Below we focus on a half filled system, N = 4. In addition, we consider an antiferromag-
netic state such that M=0, and write Py(N =4, M =0) = P}.

e Number of doublons:

(d—d) Py |¢x) =0, (6)

where d=0, 1, 2 is the double occupancy and d= > MiatNia). Hence, 15(;’ projects onto states
[1eY

with d doublons.
e Hund rule violation:

(v —2) BY |gr) =0, (7)

with o= E %(ﬁiaTiLmiiLi/BTTALi5¢—|—ﬁm¢ﬁia¢hi5¢il,i5¢), where hiag:(l—ﬁiag). The value v=0, 1
a3

corresponds to configurations that satisfy or violate local spin alignment dictated by Hund

exchange, respectively. For example, in the P} sector, the states with v=0 are |1, T>i\¢, ¢>j,

44,111, and the w=1 states are [1, 1,11, 4) 1, [ 1) 1)1 1101 1 )14, where
’Ua? Ul/)>z = éZbJ’éIacr’O>‘

Although [f[sf, f’g } =0, the states Pcll/ |¢)k>, with =1 do not diagonalize Hy. In principle,
it is possible to further decompose ]55’ by introducing additional quantum numbers that

4
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project on states that simultaneously diagonalize f’d” and Hy. Here we restrict ourselves to

the projectors Pd” , since this is already sufficient to describe the control of the biquadratic
exchange interaction as well as the spin-charge coupling, as we discuss in more detail below.

It is shown in Appendixthat explicit expressions for f’d” (N, M) in terms of single-electron
operators can be derived using

5(0) = [ + e, 5)
a,o
where ﬁiag:(l—ﬁmg). With these definitions, the identity reads
1= p(i)p(j) =D _ Py (N, M). (9)
dv,N,M

The hopping term Eq. 1} connects Pd” with different d and can be re-written in terms of
operators T (), T71(t) and T°(¢) that change d by +1, —1 and 0 respectively

Hen(t) =TT @) +T71) +T0(2), (10)
where
T+1(t): Z (pzyﬁkin(t)plo"i‘ﬁloﬁkin( )P(l)/)a (11)
v=0,1
T7Y(t) = > (PyHin(t) Py + P Hin (t) PY), (12)
v=0,1
and
TO(t) = P{ Hyin(t) P} + P/ Hiin (1) Y. (13)

Expressions for for T (¢), T-1(t) and 7°(¢) in terms of single electron operators are given in
Appendix A. The projection operators P? and hopping operators T1(t), T71(t), T9(¢) play
an important role in the canonical transformation described below.

2.3 Generalized time-dependent canonical transformation

The canonical transformation is a technique which enables the derivation of an effective Hamil-
tonian for the subspace of states Py [16}18,22,23,|26]. Formally, this is achieved by unitary

transformation V(t)ze‘ig () that transforms the Hamiltonian H(t) to a rotated frame. The
effective Hamiltonian in the rotated frame reads

Halt) = V(&) (H(t) — id)V (1), (14)

The aim is to identify a suitable subspace (defined by values of d and v) and determine V such
that H.g leaves this subspace invariant. To do this, we perform the unitary transformation
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perturbatively, treating the hopping parameter ¢ty < U as a perturbation. We expand iS (t)
and Heg(t) in terms of a Taylor series

+oo

iS(t) =Y _iSM(), (15)
n=1
+o0o

He(t) = > A (1), (16)
n=0

where S H ég) o ty. For deriving a pure spin model, one could construct the unitary

transformation such that H ég) does not contain terms that change d [16}26-28|, and obtain an

effective Hamiltonian in the subspace d = 0. Here we use a more general requirement which

will allow us to derive an effective Hamiltonian in a subspace different from that without

doublons. This turns out to be crucial for a description of multi-orbital systems. We enlarge
l/

our effective model and keep terms that change d by +2, while we design ]5(11’ iSMp 7 such
that

PdH( )()Pdﬂ:l_o (17)

Since we work at half filling and inter-orbital hopping is not allowed i.e. t,.3=0, only odd
orders of 15 (t) o 2 remain,

iSM (1) = iSM (1) +iSB) () + O(t]). (18)

Eqs and ((18)) not only allow us to obtain an effective description of the low energy states
P0 , but also enable us to keep track of the coupling between the low energy space (spin: Po )
and the space with the highest excited states (charge: PQ) Egs. and . ) yields the
zeroth order contribution to the effective Hamiltonian

HY = H,, + Hy. (19)

Using the projection operators, we obtain the following equation for iS M (¢)

PY[TE () + [1SW(¢), Hy] — 0:SY (1)) BYy = 0. (20)

In contrast to the zeroth order contribution H ég), Eq. is a time-dependent equation. In
principle, it is possible to solve this equation for arbitrary time-dependency, as worked out
in |18]. However, here we use a simpler algebraic solution that is feasible for time periodic
driving and which is closely related to Floquet theory [1216,27] and the high frequency
expansion [13,22,28]. Given a time periodic electric field E(t)=FE(t+T) with a period T=2Z,
we can expand T+ (¢) and iS5 (t) in a Fourier series as follows

+oo +oo
TE () = > TEe™r Sy = Y S, (21)

where m is the Fourier index, which can be seen as the number of virtual photons absorbed
by the system [27]. Using Egs. and , we obtain:

PyiS\DPYL, = Ol P PYTEL PY, (22)
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with C% ™=(EY — EY 4+ mw)~! and

PYHGPY = 8440,/ B4 PY. (23)
For v = 1, EY is a matrix and we would have to further decompose P} for the procedure to be
exact (see also Section|2.2). Here instead we use an approximation EY=min(E}*'), where E}"
are the eigenvalues obtained from diagonalizing <¢;€\f’d” fIUPCll’]gbk/>. This is a generalization

of the energy approximation employed in [29], where E; is approximated by the mean energy
of all states for given d. The present approximation is accurate for

|E4" — EYV| < |EY — EY|, (24)

where d # d'. We find that this condition is satisfied for the calculations presented in Section
Bl

The first order effective Hamiltonian H éflf) (t) vanishes because 7°(t)=0 for orbital-diagonal
hopping t,+3=0. Eq. allows us to compute higher order contributions to ﬁeﬁ(t) in a
straightforward way. The second order contribution reads

PraRmpy =3 Pd [1S) TE1 By eimet, (25)
m k+l=m
where, d,d'=0,2 and v, /=0, 1.
The third order contribution to Heg(t) gives us an expression for ]AJC‘[ igr(,f)Pd”;l:

P & U’ ! 1 SVAPRA L a U’
P Zgg)pdﬂzcggi’fg Z Pj [251(71)’ [1551)7 Tjtl]]Pdil' (26)
pHgtr=m

This yields the following fourth order contribution to the effective Hamiltonian:

PC’{H'GM) (t) Py = Z Z pPrli {  [15, [igﬁl),ffl]ﬂpd”/eimw'f, (@7)

m p+q+r+s=m

With Egs. and we have derived the central result of this section, namely an effective
Hamiltonian up to fourth order in the hopping.

3 Results

In this section we present the results obtained with the projection operators and the effective
Hamiltonian derived above. First we show that the d = 0 part can be mapped onto an effective
spin-one (S=1) model. This requires two additional unitary transformations to account for
the presence of non S=1 states within the Po” sector as well as to exclude coupling to the
PY sector. Finally, we extract the Heisenberg Jox(€,w) and biquadratic Bex(€,w) exchange
interactions. Second, we focus on the coupling terms between sectors d=0 and d=2 by taking
both of them into account in the low energy description. This goes beyond the spin model
and captures the spin-charge coupling dynamics.
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3.1 Spin-one model

According to condition Eq. , the full effective Hamiltonian yields

S AR = S {RAG R + PYAG 0P + By B + PYAG (R,
n=2,4 n=2,4

(28)

In this subsection we study the low energy effective Hamiltonian up to fourth order in the
hopping. In the derivation of the spin-one model, we have to consider the sector P3 as a high
energy sector and perform a second canonical transformation in order project out states for
which d=2

(4 r(4) % m A Al
He(ff)(t) :He(ff +ZC Y eﬁ)m() Héﬂ) w0 (29)

where we used that C’
in the form

vOm — C;’S ™. From this projection, we obtain the effective Hamiltonian

SRy (HQ )+ B () B (30)

where Po H @ )( )POV " takes into account all fourth order contributions for the nearest-neighbor
bond (ij). Detaﬂs of the second canonical transformation are given in Appendix

We would like point out that in the full lattice, additional 4" order interactions occur, such
as ring-exchange terms, spin chirality terms [16] as well as additional 4" order contribution
to the Heisenberg and biquadratic exchange interactions. Since we restrict ourselves to a two
site model, such processes are not taken into account in our calculations.

Hamiltonian Eq. , can be reduced to a set of spin-one (S=1) operators as described
before in [30] for the static case. In general, S=1 operators can be defined using many-electron
operators |31]. Here, we define their projection onto local spin states |.S, m5>

1S, my), = {|1,1>i,|1,0>i,|1,—1>i}. (31)

Then, we can write the spin-one states in terms of single electron states using suitable Clebsh-
Gordan coefficients

\[

where |og,07), = zbo ZM|O> Using the relation [31]
A S
SIS, ms), = /S(S +1)Coms1218,ms + q),, (33)

one can write S in terms of single electron operators (index i is omitted for brevity), which
yields

- _ \f > el iar(prhsy + hayig)), (34)

a#f
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a_ 1 o o N

ST =—= Y& Car(Rprhay + harivsy), (35)
V235

SO = ﬁaTiLaiﬁbTﬁbL — iLaTﬁaiiLbTﬁbL- (36)

Using the definition S¥1=7F %(5“’ j:igy) for the spin-one spin flip terms 31|, one can compute

the product S*;S} as well as (5;5”'])2 in terms of single electron operators and identify them
with the terms of Eq. , see Appendix @ After time averaging <O(t)>:% fOT O(t)dt, this
procedure leads to an effective Hamiltonian written in terms of S = 1 operators:

S RaRPR =Y {Kl(g,w)(@.gj + RL) + K(E,w)(S:.5; + RL)?
n=2,4 <ij>

= (37)
+ K3(€,w)((5:.59))% + R?j)},

K1 (€, w) corresponds to the exchange Jex (€, w) up to second order in the hopping. Ko(&,w)
gives a fourth order contribution to Jex(€,w) as well as the biquadratic exchange Bex(€,w).
K3(&,w) gives a contribution directly to Bex(€,w).

Remaining terms RZIJ and RZQJ describe orbital resolved spin dynamics that strictly go be-
yond a spin-one model. Their expression in terms of fermionic operators can be found in
Appendix To arrive at an effective spin-one model only, we perform a second transfor-
mation. The coupling between orbital resolved spin dynamics and the spin-one states scales
with Jex/Ju<1. This coupling is taken into account by an additional downfolding, which is
described in Appendix [D] As a result of the two additional transformations described above,
we have the Heisenberg exchange interaction

+o0 2 72 4 74
AT = U+Jdg+mw 2(U+Jg+mw)3 )’

where J,,, is a Bessel function of order m, and E=eaFEy/w is the parameter that represents
the driving strength. The first term of Eq. corresponds to K7 (&, w) and the second term
is a contribution from K3(&,w).

We now would like to compare the behavior of the second order Jex(€,w) in single and
two-orbital systems. Jex(€,w) for single-orbital systems reads

X 23J7,(6)

Jonele(£,w) = (39)

S U+ mw '
We can see that in the two-orbital model, Jex (&, w), Eq. , has an additional factor 1/2 as

compared to J:;“gle. This is related to the fact that inter-orbital hopping ¢,z is not taken into
account in our model. If inter-orbital hopping would be the same as intra-orbital hopping
ie. tog=taa=to, the seond order Heisenberg exchange for the two-orbital case would have
the same prefactor as for the single-orbital Jg)i(ngle. The relative modification of the exchange
AJex(E,w)/Jex(€,w) is nonetheless the same in the single and two-orbital system. Thus, the

orbital dynamics does not change the control of Jex(€,w) in the leading order.
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The biquadratic exchange interaction is given by

Box(E,0)=t§ > Jk(E)I(E)In(€)Tn(€) { AG( (~1) ™ (-1)+7)

k+Il+m+n=0

Al k}+l _1 m+n 2 _ _1 k _1 l _1 m _1 n

+5 A5 (D (-1)mm2) 2(4JH+(k+l)w>(< V(-1 (D™ +(-1m) } "
474
N Z t J‘m‘((‘:)
2(U + Jg + mw)3’
with coefficients

Al/ — COO,]{? CVO,l CVO,m_COO,m _COO,l CI/O m+CVOk?

2 10 ( o1 (O 10 )=Cip ( )) (41)

CVO k41 (COO m é/{),m) (CI/O k COO k) )

In the derivation we used C’Vom C’V1 ™ due to Eq. |D The complex form of Bex(E,w) is
due to commutator of Eq. . the second canonical transformation which projects out the
d = 2 states, the additional downfolding in the P” space, and the contribution of the Ko(&,w)
term. We can identify two main terms in Eq. . The first term contains the following
contributions: (i) the biquadatic exchange path to the PO sector, (ii) the biquadatic exchange
path to the ]52 sector and (iii) the contribution obtained after additional downfolding with
the PY sector. The second term is the contribution from K5(&,w).

Figure [2] sketches examples of hopping processes that illustrate different biquadratic ex-
change paths. The biquadratic exchange path via the ]520 sector involves the hopping processes
sketched in Figure 2a and b. The factor ((—1)*"™+(—1)"*") gives the sign of the biquadratic
exchange path via the ]520 sector, where (—1)" comes from Bessel functions J_,, which are
symmetric for even m but anti-symmetric for odd m. Since this factor is never equal to zero
(k+l+m+n has to be equal to 0), both symmetric and anti-symmetric path (illustrated in
Figure and b) are allowed. However, the second biquadratic exchange path via the ]521
states allows only one type of hopping process, as sketched in Figure [2b. This is the hopping
process for which the factor ((—1)¥*+(—1)™*"+2) is non-zero. Note that hopping processes
to sector P} give rise to a constant 2 which is not present in the case of the PY sector. The
diagrams in Figure [2h and b are restricted to processes which are second order in the field £2.
Hopping processes to other sectors Am>1 are possible at higher order in the field. Figure 2t
illustrates biquadratic process that arises from the additional downfolding to the 15(’)’ space,
where only the process at zeroth order in the field £ is represented. One observes that hopping
is restricted to both the POV and to PIO sector, the latter originates from the original canonical
transformation performed before the additional downfolding. The last term of Eq. is not
illustrated in Figure [2| The process involved in this exchange is equivalent to two times the
Heisenberg exchange path to the first excited states of ]510 .

In order to show the behavior of the biquadratic exchange as compared to the Heisenberg
exchange interaction in the two-orbital model, we show two figures: Figure Bp and Figure [4]
In both cases, we discuss only driving frequencies above the gap w>U+Jg. In particular we

10
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Figure 2: (Color online) Examples of hopping processes for the two biquadratic exchange
paths: hopping processes via P20 states are represented in (a) and (b) and the hopping process
via ]521 is represented in (b). Blue arrows represent hopping processes between different Fourier
sectors, which are represented by dashed squares. Only processes at leading order in the field
£? are shown, such that only two Fourier sectors are involved. The Hermitian conjugate of
the processes involved in Bex(€,w) are not represented in this sketch. Panel (c) sketches
the hopping processes responsible for the biquadratic exchange derived from the additional
downfolding within ]50” .

choose w>8.Jp, which corresponds to the highest eigenenergy obtained after diagonalization
of <gbk|P(}ﬁUpd1 |<;5k/> For frequencies below the gap, the approximation Eq. is in general
not valid. Accounting for the control of exchange interactions in this regime requires to
further generalize the canonical transformation. The latter will be important, for example,
to derive optical control of orbital resolved spin dynamics beyond the spin-one model, which
deals with an alternative mapping of the low-energy space, see [30]. We leave the study of
such orbital resolved spin dynamics for future work. Here, we restrict ourselves to the energy
approximation (Eq. ) which gives reliable results for frequencies above the gap U+Jp.

Figure[3p,b shows the typical behavior of Jox(€) and Bex(€) as a function of &, respectively.
The exchange interactions have been computed for frequencies w=19, 25 and 35. One observes
in Figure 3p that Jex(€,w) can be controlled with the strength £ and frequency w of the
electric field similarly as found in [12] for the single-orbital system. The biquadratic exchange
is negative in equilibrium which favors a collinear alignment of spins in the classical limit.
Figure [3b shows that Bex(€,w) can also be controlled by the electric field.

Because of the denominators of Bex(€,w) in Eq. , are proportional to 1/U3, the
biquadratic exchange remains weak as compared to the Heisenberg exchange interaction and
reaches values close to zero for increasing £. One can see that the biquadratic exchange can
reach small positive values for £ ~ 2 for frequencies w=19 and 25. However, a similar feature
is not observed for w=35. This is due to the denominator ng K i Eq. , which results

from the second canonical transformation done with terms ]30” H e(fo) PY+h.c.. This denominator
gives a negative value for w close to EY—FEy=32 which is large compared to other ng,/’m. For

large driving strength &, ng’kH will reduce Bex(€). In addition, for w=19, an additional
dip of Bex(E) is observed for driving strength & ~ 0.5. This originates from the biquadratic

11
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Figure 3: (Color online) (a) Jez(E,w) and (b) By (€) as a function of £ for w=19 (solid line),
w=25 (dashed line) and w=35 (dots). Parameters for the Figure: U=10, Jg=2, to=1.

path via the 1520 states that gives a large negative contribution due to Cg? "™ denominators
for a frequency close to E§—FE;=20. These contributions are large enough to overcome other
biquadratic contributions and therefore, reduce Bex(E).

Next, we investigate possible enhancement of the biquadratic exchange interaction as com-
pared to the Heisenberg exchange. To this end, we study the value of the ratio Bex (&, w)/Jex (&, w).
For frequencies from w=18 to 40 and driving strength £<3 (w=40 is larger than the highest
energy of the undriven system, 40> EY —Eg). The result is shown in Figure 4| as a color map
as a function of £, w. Positive values of the ratio are shown in yellow and negative values are
shown in blue. Figure [4] clearly demonstrates that the exchange ratio can be enhanced as well
as reduced depending on w and €. The parameters for which Bex(€,w)/Jex(E,w) is strongly
enhanced correspond to two types of situations:

e Frequencies for which w=FE} —Eg,' . At these frequencies, Bex(E,w) diverges, such that
the canonical transformation breaks down. This is indicated with white areas around w=20
and 32 in Figure [l Note that w=32 is the frequency that separates spin states from the
doubly ionized state, such that a coupling appears close to this frequency. This coupling leads
to charge dynamics and therefore, the spin-one model is not accurate in this region. This
coupling to charge states is studied in detail in the next section.

e w and & for which Jex(&,w)=0 but Bex(E,w)#0 are indicated in white dashed lines.
Although this realizes a regime where Bex(E,w)>Jex(E,w), Bex(€,w) itself remains small.

Summarizing, orbital degrees of freedom do not change the behavior of Jex (€, w). Both sign
and strength of Jex (€, w) and Bex (€, w) can be controlled by driving, while Bex (€, w)>Jex (€, w)
is reached only for Jex(€,w)~0.

3.2 Beyond the spin-one model

Besides the additional term Bey, the inclusion of orbital degrees of freedom also gives rise
to qualitatively new effects that go beyond a description in terms of a spin model alone. In
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0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5

Figure 4: (Color online) Value of the exchange ratio Bex(€,w)/Jex(€,w) for frequencies from
w=18 to 40 and driving amplitude £ up to 3. White straight lines represent the frequencies
for which Bex(€,w) diverges. These frequencies are multiples m=—4 to 4 of the energy
denominators Cd'/cll’,,’m in the expression for Bex(€,w). White dashed lines correspond to points
for which Jex(€,w)=0. Parameters: U/tp=10, Jg/to=2. We restrict ourselves to values of the
ratio Bex(€,w)/Jez (€, w) from —0.23 to 0.23 in order to show local variations more precisely.

particular, under driving there can be coupling to the doubly ionized charge sector (d=2),
which is irrelevant in equilibrium due to the large energy difference between the sectors. Under
non-equilibrium conditions, the spin charge coupling reads

>N BrEDM)PY + hec.. (42)

n v=0,1

We now study the regime for which ]56’ and ]52” from different m sectors overlap. This overlap
appears for frequencies w close to Ef=FE5+mw. Although this seems a resonant condition,
a direct optical transition is not possible since two hoppings are required to go from the
PY sector to the 152 sector Equation can be divided into two different contributions

Z H eg)m o and Z eﬂ mo- Lhe first contribution represents the coupling within one Fourier

sector m. This contrlbutlon remains weak since ]5(’)’ and ]32” states are strongly gapped when
they belong to the same Fourier sector. We therefore focus on the second term that allows
coupling between the spin sector ]56’ and the charge sector ]52" with different Fourier index m.
For small &, the leading contribution to Eq. arises from n = 2:

i@ 0 _ 1 1 _ 1
Z 5 Hegg1 )P20_2§<3U—5JH—kw U+JH—kw>

[ZPO"T LPOTL PPe M} ~EF o

(43)

and its Hermitian conjugate S PYH @) (t)Pé’ . To illustrate the spin-charge coupling, we
v

eff m=

restrict ourselves to the space '=0. The two states represented by 1520 have all electrons
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on one of the two sites ¢, j. Without driving, these states have the highest energy and are

isolated from the rest of the spectrum. An expression of 3" PY H é?m £0 (t)P9+h.c. in terms of
m

fermionic operators is written in Appendix [E]

To show the effect of this coupling, we compute the low energy spectrum for driving
frequencies w=wo+d6w, where wo=|EY —EY|. The spectrum is shown in Figure |5 for dw = 0.5
in the two-site system. In this case, the lowest energy state is a singlet state that couples to
the two charge states of PZO . The latter are degenerate up to t§ since four hopping are needed
in order to transfer the four electrons from one atom to the other one. Black lines, from top
to bottom, show the quintet state (S=2) and the triplet state (S=1) that are not involved in
the spin-charge coupling. The black dashed line shows the behavior of the spin state which
is a singlet state from sector m=0. The dotted lines show the behavior of the charge states
from m=—1. The thick red and blue lines show the spin and charge states, respectively
and are obtained by diagonalizing the full H gf) that contains the spin-charge coupling terms,
see Appendix [E] The eigen-energies show an avoided crossing, which reveals a hybridization
between the spin and charge states. For driving frequencies far away from wg, the spin-charge
coupling terms ]56’ H e(é) (t)Pz” + h.c. remain very small. Moreover, for these frequencies, the
spin and charge states are gapped. Therefore, the hybridization is negligible and we recover
the regime for which the exchange interaction formula are valid. However, in the regime we
study here (w ~ wyp), the hybridization between the spin and charge states is possible and the
exchange interaction formula obtained in the previous section are no longer accurate.

To sketch the hybridization process, let us take the equilibrium ground state state of the
system which is the singlet state (spin state). After switching on the electric field and by
slowly changing the field amplitude (0;Fy/Ey<w), one anticipates that the system starts in
a pure spin state and, approaching the avoided-crossing regime, charge states are mixed to
the state. For strong &, the spin state becomes a pure charge state. The energy gap of
the avoided-crossing is relatively small, ws.>~0.2. Therefore, to observe the hybridization, the
electric field envelope must be changed slowly (adiabatic change).

In the literature, a time-dependent traverse of an avoided crossing is widely studied. The
basic example is the Landau-Zener (LZ) effect [32,[33]. Also condensed matter systems can
exhibit LZ physics. For instance, the Zener breakdown has been studied [34,35] in semicon-
ductors and more recently in Mott insulators [36]. Nonetheless, distinct from these LZ effects
which involve changes of the electrical conductivity, here we report coherent transfer of spin
to charge degrees of freedom that keep the system in an insulating regime.

In conclusion, orbital dynamics gives access to charge states that are not accessible in
equilibrium. The spin-charge coupling offers the possibility to induce coherent charge dy-
namics in the system. This phenomenon appears in the non-equilibrium low-energy spectrum
as an avoided crossing. We stress that it is quite distinct from spin-orbit coupling since
here we have an interplay with Coulomb and Hund interaction with the driving field. The
spin-charge coupling is not present in single band systems, and we expect it to be universal
for multi-orbital systems. Indeed, since multi-orbital systems offer the possibility of having
multiple excited states (multiple doublons), multi-doublon excitation should be possible for
multi-orbital systems in general. Note that here we did not study ]521 states, they are nonethe-
less very interesting since they have a lower energy (at and below gap energy U+Jp) and
therefore are reachable with lower frequencies w.
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Figure 5: (Color online) Low energy spectrum as a function of the driving amplitude €. The
spectrum is restricted to the spin states of the m=0 sector and the highest excited state
of the sector m=—1. Upper and lower thin black lines represent the quintet state and the
triplet state. The thin black dots and the dashed line represent the charge multiplet and the
singlet without spin-charge coupling, respectively. Blue to red thick line represents the charge
(£<0.5) to spin (€>1) state and the red to blue thick line represents the spin (£<0.5) to
charge (£>1) state. Parameters: U/tg=10, Jy/tp=2 and w=wy+0.5.

4 Time-dependent numerical simulations

In the previous section, we showed that the generalized canonical transformation can capture
a qualitatively new phenomenon that couples the spin and doubly ionized charge sector. This
phenomenon appears only in multi-orbital systems and gives rise to an hybridization of charge
and spin states for non-resonant frequencies w. To further support this finding, we perform an
exact time propagation of a cluster of two sites described by the Mott-Hubbard Hamiltonian.
We focus our attention on the coherent transfer of spin to charge degrees of freedom. In order
to describe the charge dynamics, we define pseudo-spin one operators 77 that are composed
of Anderson pseudo-spin 1/2 operators ﬁ;:éjaTéL . (T;a=CialCiat) [37,38]. The construction
of T is inspired by the expression of the spin-one operator Sz, By using a similar procedure
with 77 and pseudo-spin 1/2 operators, we obtain T*=717, 7, 7, —7, 7%, 7;7. This leads
to the expression

7A-Z = ﬁa¢ﬁa¢ﬁmflb¢ + BaTiLaiiLbTiLb@ (44)

that characterizes fully occupied and completely empty sites from the 1520 sector. Note that
7% and 7Y can be defined analogously, see Appendix

To solve the time-dependent Schrodinger equation, we use a second order commutator-
free approximation of the time-propagator [39]. Using this time-propagator, we compute the
time-dependent wavefunction |¥(¢)) and evaluate observables as <O>(t):<ql(t))]0\ql(t)> We
focus on three different observables: First, we compute the spin correlation <qu§ j>(t) to show
the spin dynamics during the laser pulse. Then, we characterize the charge states 1520 with
<’f;z7;z>(t) Finally, to probe the states that possess one doublon d=1, we evaluate <Nd:1>(t),

where Ny, =P? delO .
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To demonstrate the coherent spin-charge transfer discussed in Section and illustrated
t—ty)2

in Figure we use an electric field F (t):Eocos(wt)e_%, where Fj is the amplitude of the
field, ¢, is the time at which E(t) peaks and 7 is the pulse width, chosen such that 7xwg.>1,
where ws.~0.2 is approximately the energy splitting of the avoided crossing (see Figure [5)).
We choose a Gaussian envelope with 7=4007/w and w=wp+0w, with dw=0.5. It has been
shown that the effective Hamiltonian picture can break down for long-time dynamics in the
thermodynamic limit, because the system heats up to infinite temperature [40]. However,
here we restrict ourselves to a two-site system to mimic the dynamics of a large system at
relatively short timescales, for which heating does not occur.

1.5

0 50 100 150 200 250
t [wscl

Figure 6: (Color online) (a) and (c) Spin <5‘;53>(t) and charge <7A;Z7A;Z>(t) dynamics as a
function of time, in units of wg=0.2. The dynamics is computed for driving amplitudes &
from 0.1 to 1.5 with steps d€=0.2 represented by different color shades. (b) Single doublon
number <Nd:1>(t) in blue, for £=0.7. The amplitude of the electric field envelop is shown
in Figure (a),(b) and (c) by a light blue Gaussian, each laser pulse contains 400 cycles.
Parameters U/tp=10 and Jy/tp=2, for an electric field frequency w=wp+0.5. The inset shows
a comparison between the time evolution (dots) and the analytical calculation in the adiabatic
limit for the field envelope (solid line). Red dashed lines in (a) and (c) represent the spin and
charge dynamics for frequency w=wgp+3 and £=0.7, away from the hybridization.

Figure [6h, ¢ show the plot of the charge and spin observables respectively, for different
driving strength &€ from 0.1 to 1.5. The laser pulse is represented in light blue and the results
are computed for U/tp=10 and Jy/to=2.

Figure |§|c shows <§1§]>(t) for different £. In equilibrium and for small &, <§Z~.§j>:—1.9,
which slightly deviates from the pure spin case (<§i.§j>:—2) due to hybridization with ]30” ) ]510
and 1520 sectors. Figure@c shows that, with increasing £ the state has less spin characteristics.
Figure |§|a shows <’7A;Z77 >(t) for different &, represented by different shades of green. Indeed,
it is observed that with increasing &£, the state has more charge characteristics. Moreover,
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after the laser pulse, both charge excitation and the spin correlations return to their initial
value, demonstrating that the coupling is reversible. In addition to the spin-charge coupling
dynamics, we observe oscillations of spin and charge states for £>0.6 at the peak of the laser
field. This is due to internal dynamics that occurs in both ]50” and Zf’z” sectors.

Further, we confirm that for frequencies away from wy the spin-charge coupling dynamics
is not present. This can be observed in Figure [6h,c where the charge and spin dynamics are
represented in red dashed lines for dw=3. In this case, no enhancement is observed. Similarly,
in Figure [6f, the spin correlations are not diminished.

Moreover, we show the single doublon states dynamics <Nd:1>(t) in Figure |§|b, for a field

strength £=0.7. We observe that the laser pulse does not trigger any positive excitation of ]510
states. This means that enhancement of charge dynamics is not due to resonant excitation of
the intermediate excited states ]510 Interestingly, we actually observe depopulation of the ]510
states during the laser pulse. This means that more PIO states are virtually excited towards
charge sector than spin states excited towards P sector. Finally, the inset of Figure @a shows
values of the peak of the spin correlations <§i-Sj>(tpeak) for each £ in dots and values of the

spin correlations <§1§J> as a function of £ is obtained from the anaytical calculation of Section
Good agreement between analytical and numerical results is found, which confirms the
predictions of the analytical theory. The discrepancies between <§l§]> ¢ and <§;..S_"j>(tpeak)
can be reduced by taking into account higher order terms in the effective Hamiltonain as well
as the spin-charge coupling dynamics to the full Py sector. In addition, we note that with
careful tuning of dw, the reduction of \<§Z§j>] as a function of £ at small £ can be made
even stronger e.g. by increasing dw, one can move the avoided-crossing closer to £ = 0 which
enhances hybridization with the charge states at small £. Summarizing, the numerical results
confirm the analytical results derived in Section

5 Conclusion

In summary, we obtain an analytical expression for the Heisenberg J.,(€,w) and biquadratic
B, (€,w) exchange interaction in a periodically driven two-orbital system. We show that
Jez(E,w) can be controlled analogous to the single-orbital case. We also find that B, (€,w)
is negative for low driving strength £ but can reach small positive values for stronger &£.
We demonstrate that the ratio Bey(€,w)/Jez(€,w) cannot be enhanced by the field unless
in trivial points for which Je,(€,w)~0. Moreover, a new coupling between spin and charge
states is demonstrated. We show that this coupling does exist in equilibrium but can strongly
be enhanced with the laser field. This coupling leads to a hybridization between spin and
charge states for frequencies close to the spin-charge gap. In contrast to a common charge
excitation by resonant photo-absorption, the spin-charge coupling allows non-resonant and
reversible coupling to charge degrees of freedom. We have furthermore confirmed these results
by simulating the electron dynamics on a two-site cluster.

Natural extension of this work are numerical studies for extended systems. This could
be possible for example using multiband extensions of nonequilibrium Dynamical Mean Field
Theory (DMFT) [41144]. We emphasize that, besides the possibility to induce coherent
charge dynamics, the presence of the spin-charge coupling should also be visible for short
pulses, enabling the excitation of doubly ionized states which could remain coherent due
to the gapping with the normal Mott-Hubbard gap. This suggests interesting perspectives
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for enhancing electronic coherence in correlated electron systems. In this context, it will
be interesting to explore the applicability of the two-orbital model to experimental spin-one
systems such as KNiFg [8], which in the literature are considered as prototypical S = 1
systems. In addition, we would like to point out that modification of the charge occupation
is known to systematically influence phonon excitation. Since we did not take into account
electron-phonon interactions in our model, an interesting outlook would be to study phonon
excitation induced by the spin-charge coupling. Finally, we hope that our work can find
applications in cold atoms systems, where multi-orbital systems can nowadays be engineered
[45,46]. With an adiabatic ramping of the electric field strength, the fully reversible spin-to-
charge conversion might be directly observed in double-well systems.
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A Projection operators

In this section, we express the projection operators ]5(‘{ as well as the hopping operators Til,
79 in terms of the electron operators éjaa (Ciao)-

158 = Z ﬁmoilmaﬁibailibﬁiljaaﬁjafrhjbaﬁjb&7 (45)
o

B} =" Riathiayhisrivipy (Rjathjay sy + hjat e fsthis) (46)

0 iatial gt Thigl \Mjatbjal 10 B 10581 JatTjal TiB1Itipl ) s
a#p

PY= %" " fiaohiastisohiss (hjaohjashisehips + hjaohjachjsohiss),  (47)
<27.]> Cl{?éﬁ,ﬂ'

Pl =" 3" fuicohioshipohissjachjoshipo;ss, (48)
<Z7]> Cl{?éﬁ,ﬂ'

/\0 . ~ ~ ~ ~ N ~ ~ ~

Py = Z PiatPia) vt Nip) i at Tjal Tt Ty 5 (49)
<ig>

BE =S tnriviashustiiss (et hisshga + hyathisisaigg.) (50)

2 it i Mgt Vg \ ot My 1Y 8110581 ot o i Br15 8] ) -
a#p

From Eqs. (11}{13) of the main text, we can compute the following expressions for T+ and
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TY in terms of single electron operators

Tt (8) = —toJm(E) D {finotlagtiarhjos (Risshiss + higshiss)
otBo (51)

~

+ (—1)mﬁja&é;agémohiac‘r(ﬁjﬁ(?ibiﬂa— + iljﬂ(?ﬁiﬁa)}e

tmwt

Tl (8) = ~todm(€) D {hiootlugtiootjos (Risshiss + hisstjss)
a#B,0 (52)

+ (—1)mhjaaé;aaéiaaﬁm&(ﬁjﬁ(}ﬁw& + iljﬁa'ﬁw&)}e

imwt

and

T0,(t) = —toJm(E) D {lagtioo (hisoiisiiseiijss + figehisshisajss)
a#B,o (53)

+ (1) ¢k g iao (hjpoTijpatiseips + Mjsoijsshigaiips) ™

B Effective Hamiltonian

In this section we provide explicit expressions for the effective Hamiltonian up to fourth order
in the hopping in terms of electron operators. In addition, more details are given for the
second canonical transformation that is used to obtain the mapping of the d = 0 sector. The
second order contribution to the low energy effective Hamiltonian reads

pri—1 po+1 pr
Sv £r(2) pr POTm PlT—mPO i(m—m)wt
S BHGOR =) T pilm—m)wt (54)

/
v,V

/
v,V

Note that for the 151” sector, only v = 0 contributes since the 1511 sector is not connected to
Py 1 for inter-orbital hopping ¢, = 0.
The fourth order contribution low energy effective Hamiltonian P(’)’ H éff)(t) AO” " reads
Sy (4 >4 Hr (4 V4 PUTT HU’
Z B He(ff)(t)PO = Z {Po Héff)(t)Po + PyW W (t) By }a (55)
v/ v/

where the first term, Pé’ H e(ff) (t)P(l)’ l, is computed using the direct generalized canonical trans-
formation, Eq. . After developing the commutator in Eq. of the main text and
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inserting identities Y Py=1, PYH e(?f) (t)PY reads
d,v

A A N 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ A A NG PN ~ ~ ~ A A ~ ~
SRR OR =Y & A {i Ui B IS PT —i8 PUiS Py T RS
v,V v,V V" k+l+mA4n=0

d=0,2
0550 Py T PRiS™ —i8) PSPy T POi S i S PYTE BY 18 P
i POTE Py S PRiS(N i8N POTE By iS(D POi M Tt PRiSH By it BYis(V Y

N
« Pé/ ez(k—l—l—i—m—l—n)wt'

(56)
We introduce the shorthand relations:
BTy Py = By BT Py (57)
PYRLRY = BT U EY (58
PYT PPy = PYT A PYT Py (59)
Using Eq. in the main text, we obtain
w7 (&) oy P L 00,k 7 10,m, [ 0,1 e — o RN
S RAEGOR =5 Y et er{on o™ (T B T + T YT
v,v! k+l+m+n=0
v
00,0 (v U bt | v U | e U b e U bt
- C(10 (Tlm PQV Tnk +Tkm PQV Tnl + Tln PQV ka +Tkn PQV PlTml )] ( )
60

00,m "0, (in—— B’ At | rn—— U it 00,m ~00,li—+ Hv//dv—+ | v/
— C"Coy (T Py T 4+ T Py T E) +8Cy ™ Chy Tt Py T ¢ P

mn
> ei(k:—&-l—i—’rn—&—n)wt7

where we used ng ’m:C’dyg ™ Note that the last term of Eq. describes the hopping
process via ]50” states and therefore, is simpler than the rest of the equation which describes
hopping processes via Py and Ps. Using the fact that we sum over all k, [, m, and n indices

and that k-+Il+m+n=0, we find suitable combinations of ng”,l’m and Py~ Py"T; % Py such
that ]50” H e(é) (t)P(’)’ " can be reduced and reads

S (4) o B 00,k [ L[ 00,0 0,m  ~00,m 00,0 /"0m | "0,k
E Py Heg (t) Fy —§ Cio {Z Co " (Cqp "= C1p") = Cip (O "4 Coy %)
v,/ k+l+m+n=0
v "
DUrn—— AU s+ DU 00,m ~00,l priv——+ pHr’’m—+ pr’ | i(k+Hl+m+n)wt
x Py Py Thd Py + O™ Chy By T Py Tt By et et

(61)
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In addition to 150” H é?f) 15(’)’ ', we do a second canonical transformation with terms ]50” Jis e(f2f) (t)PY +
h.c. in order to obtain the fourth order contribution to the effective Hamiltonian in the d=0
sector. Performing this second canonical transformation we obtain:

ZPO Z ZPO S (1), TEL ()] PY, (62)

where sz'éﬁr})(t)ﬁg’zcg; mprTEL () PY | CYY M= (BY — EY +mw) L.
Note that B} :E;(O)+E§(2), where E;(n) is the energy contribution to EY of order t;. We
v(2)

use EY :Edy(o) and do not take into account second order contribution F d

since it leads to

6~th order corrections to ]56’ w® (t)P(’)’ " which are not considered here.
TEL(t) read

— 2 V4
TN =Y By Ry Tt =Y ByAR ()P (63)
l/I/
Yields
Z Z P2 ;{) kT-H— Ci)(l)/,krfrl-ll;—l—)pou’ei(k-&-l)wt’ (64)
vV k+l=m
and
- 1 Py - 0, —
Yt) = —52 Z By (Cl* T — Oy Ty ) Py el (Dt (65)
vv! k+l=m

Note that the k index can be different from the [ index therefore, P”TZ‘;Pd, %P” T Pd, , where
g=%1and d =0, 2. PW®(t)PY reads

1 . 7
i(k+l+m+n)wt ~v''0,k+l
E PO == g e Cyo

k+l+m+n 0
v

x By { ooy o (T By Tt + T B TE)
+ CV 0 kCOO m(T__PQVNTi;;nF + ,f[, P2 //T++) (66)
— Oy ™ (T By T + T B TST)

—cyoker! Om(’]I‘l_k‘PQ TH 4 T-—py Tﬁ)}ﬁg’,

where we used CVO m—C’”1 ™ Similarly as Eq. , Eq. { . can be reduced and reads

Z PVW(4) Z CQ V"0, k+l OO,m Cz V"0, m)(Cgi COO k)
v,/ k+l+m+n 0 (67)

Hrin—— pr’ o+ pr’_i(k+l4+mA4n)wt
x Py~ PY T By el Jt,
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C Spin-one and pseudo spin-one operators

Using the expression for spin-one operators in terms of spin 1/2 operators, we derive pseudo-
spin operators 77. The spin-one operators in term of spin 1/2 operators acting on orbital
a, B=a, b read

STh== (850 + 858085, 71 == (885, +5280)%; (68)
a3 a#p
S*=3t5,85 — 5,5 8,5 (69)

where §j:éLTéa , and &, :é:; Cat- This notation is convenient to derive the pseudo-spin one
operators 7 in term of Anderson pseudo-spin 1/2 operators 7* [37], using ;& :éLTéL ! and

T, =Ca|Cat, We have
TH == Glig i, T7h==) (fla + 707, (70)

P Ty Ty (71)

Hence, in terms of electron operators the pseudo-spin one operators read

T == (hatiay + hathay)ehyel . T == (faria) + hatha)éacer  (72)
af a#f

A

T?= ﬁaTﬁaiﬁbTﬁb¢ + iLaTilaiiLbTilbi- (73)

D Derivation of the effective spin-one Hamiltonian

Here we derive the effective Hamiltonian up to fourth order in the hopping in terms of spin-
one operators. Since the low-energy subspace contains not only spin-one terms, we perform
an additional downfolding.

The bilinear spin-one term reads

= = Lo (e
Si8j =5 > {C;raaciaﬁ'c;f'mcjw(hiﬁvni%”jﬁahj65+”iﬁahi56hjﬁvnjﬁ6)+C;raaciaﬁc;f',35cjﬁa
a#B.o
X(ﬁiﬁahiﬁc?iljaaﬁja& + iliﬁaﬁi[?&ﬁjagilja&) - ﬁiaailiaﬁﬁiﬁaﬁiﬂﬁiljaaﬁjaﬁiljﬁcrﬁjﬁc?}~
(74)
The first two terms of S‘;gj allows an exchange interaction process that transforms a state

that does not violate Hund rule (v=0) to a state which violates Hund rule (v=1) and vice
versa. The last term is a density term which stands for S7.57.

22



SciPost Physics

One can derive the following relation

Z BYT-POTH By = 42 Z T2 (E)(S:.S; + RY), (75)

and use it to write Po”ffe(fzf)(t)ﬁé" in terms of 5’;5’; After time averaging PO H(Q)PO _
<P(l)/ Ae(? (t)P(')/>, we obtain:

S EaR R = N {55+ RL}. (76)

v,V <i,5>

The term R1 contains a description for the non spin-one states from Po , the coupling between

a spin-one and a non spin-one state and an energy constant which arises because Hy gives
rise to spin states with energies different from zero, whereas the lowest spin state energy taken
for the transformation onto spin-one basis has been set to zero. R%j reads

Rjj =3 > {3Cjaaciaac;aﬁcja0(hiﬁﬁniﬁanjﬁUhj/35 + figohigshipotjgs)
a#B.o

R T PN O SO
= CinoCiazCjg5Cipo (NigohigsRjaoTjas + higaissNjaohjas)

- Z {ﬁiaaﬁi(zc‘rﬁibohib&ﬁjaaﬁja&ﬁjbaﬁjlﬁ + 2ﬁmoibmaﬁwaﬁwailjaaﬁjaarﬁjﬁaﬁjﬁa}-
a#B,0
(77)
~ (4) A

Similarly, we map PyH o Fo onto the spin-one model. The biquadratic spin-one term reads

1

(Si.5)2 =" { —3 (eho Ciaotlastioo (hipotissjsehjss + Migshipahisotjss)
a#B,o

~ ~

+ ClaaczaacTB C]ﬂo(nzﬁahzﬂahjaan]aa + hzﬁanzﬁonjaah]aa)]
. . ) . (78)
+ Niaghiag higeNigs (PjacNjasjgaPiss + NjaoRjas NjsaTjss)

a7 U S N 7 o AT AT AT AT
+ niao'hia&niﬁahiﬁé'hjaanja&hjﬁanjﬂa'} + Z Cia/o'clao'Cjao'cjaoclbo-clbo'c]bacjba

The biquadratic spin-one term (5‘;5’})2 contains all the terms present in S’;S_’; plus density
terms which describe states for which v=1. The last term of (glgj)Q represents a process
which interchange the two states which do not violate Hund rule ¢.e. the v = 0 states.

We derive the following equalities

ST BT T ERY =t > Ju(€)T(€) T (€)Jn(€)Y (Si.8; + RE), (79)
k,l,m n k,lmmn <1,5>
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for the hopping process via 150” " sector,

S BT PYTLEBY =4t > Jh(E)T1(E) T (E)Tn(€) (1) (—1)m )
k,l,m,n k,l,m,n
v, (80)
<Y ((Si.8))%+R3),
<8,j>

for the hopping process via ]520 sector,

D Py Py B =266 > Je(€)Ji(E) Jm(E) Jn(E) (—1)FH4+(—1)™ " +2)
k,l,m,n k,l,m,n
v,/ (81)
x> ((Si.8;)*+Ry),
<i,5>

for the hopping process via ]3’21 sector. We use these equalities to write the time averaged
effective Hamiltonian in terms of spin-one operators

Z poyﬁég)pé/ = Z {Kl(é’,w) (glgj + Rzlj) + Kz(é',w) (5’15] + R%)Q
nj,,Q/A <1,7> (82)
+ K3 (€,w) (557 + ) },
where K;(€,w)=Jex(€,w) is the second order Heisenberg exchange interaction and reads

Ky (E,0) = f { t5 Tl (€) - toT i () }
1S, & _m:_oo U+Jg+mw 20U+ Jg +mw)3 )’

(83)

K5(E,w) is responsible for an energy contribution to both the fourth order Heisenberg ex-
change as well as the biquadratic exchange interaction, see Eqs. and of the main
text.

+o0 t4J (5)
0 |m|
K. = E .
2(6,w) - OO(U+JH+mw)3

(84)

K3(€,w) only enters in the biquadratic exchange interaction formula, see Eq. , and reads

Ka(€,w) =t Y Ih(E)HE)Tm(E)Tn(€){ AJ((~ )+ (-1)1+7)

k+l4+m+n=0 (85)
A () ]

where the Af coefficients read

v 00,k v0,l v0,m 00,m 00,l v0,m v0,k
A5 =Ciq (Cm (Cop ™ =Cry™" ) =Cry " (Cyy " +Cy ))

(86)
Ol - ey (s - i),
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v0,m vlm
CdO

where we used C, . We have the following expressions for RZQ]

{ § Clagczaac 5063,80(nz,80hz,80h]a0n3a0 + hzﬁgnzﬁan]aahjao)
a#p,o
— " [Bhriaohiasfive Rivs hjaoPjas AiboTjpe + o Cianlh oo Ciarthativethys e (87)
taoliag Tlibolibs b jaocbjac 't jbo Tl jbe iac a0 Cja5 Cjaoc Cipg Cibo Cjpo Cjbo
o

+ Riao hias NiboPivs (3Njas Pjas Pjbe hive — 4Rjac Rjas jbe s )] }

R2 contains a fourth order contribution to the energy of the non spin-one states, a contribution
to the coupling between the spin-one and the non spin-one state and a constant similar to
AL

We now interest ourselves to the second order coupling between the spin-one and the non
spin-one state of ]56’ that is described by Rzlj The basis transformation which allows one to
go from a electron occupation number basis to the angular momentum basis is the following

‘S7m57si75 Z CS mZ,S mj’S“m“S]’m.7> (88)

m;,m;

where Cg”;f S;m; are Clebsh-Gordan coefficients. From this basis transformation, we obtain

three spin-one states, namely a singlet (S=0), a triplet (S=1) and a quintet state (S=2)

1
FIL Y L) L 1) ) (89)
L.0.0,1) = L[4, ) ), (90)
V2
and
2,0,1,1) = 7{\M>\u> LAY+ IR+ L)L),

(91)
FI L) L))

and three states which are non spin-one states. We define spin-one Pg_1 and non spin-one
Pg1 projection operator such that ) Py=PFPs—1+Ps.; [30].

v
In the angular momentum basis, the second order effective Hamiltonian reads

ﬁ(Z) = 155:115[(2)153:1 + PS#lﬁe(fo)pssél + Pszlﬁ(Q)PS;él + 155#[3[;23155:1, (92)

where the couphng between the spin-one and the non spin-one state is described by terms
PS 1H e(ﬂ) Pgyq1 + PS;,ng éﬁ)Pg 1. We do an additional downfolding of the Po sector in order

25



SciPost Physics

to diagonalize the angular momentum basis, this downfolding is done using the following
canonical transformation

= 1 - oz z R
H = B ; Poy [iS5), TE0 ] Py, (93)

where Pgié’%)ﬁg/ = C?S,Psflgf)mpgr, with S, §’=(S=1), (S#1). The spin-one-non spin-one
coupling only involves the singlet state and the non spin-one state |0, 0,0, O>

1
therefore, H e(fo) reads

A A~ (2) A~ A~ (2) A
= P.H ' PyH P
H(4) _ eff,m eff,—m
of %: Ey — B, +mw (95)

where P, describes the singlet state and ]58/ describes the state \0,0,0,0>. Note that, the
energy approximation of Eq. is not valid for this additional canonical transformation
since d=d'. Therefore, we take the exact value for the energies, namely E,=0 and Ey=4.Jf.
We treat P,H é?ﬁ’s/ and Py H gf) P, as a perturbation because P,H 9(?153/, P,H é? Py Jex and
Jex < 4J g which yields

00,k ~00,m
CIO C'10

4) ((
AT+ (k + Dw)

EY = =3t8 S Tk(E)Ii(E) T (E) Tul€)
k+l+m—+n=0

1P (1)) (D)™ (=1)),
(96)

This is the additional fourth order energy contribution to the singlet state due to the additional
downfolding of Fj. Using the spin-one Hamiltonian

Hepin = Eo + > _{JexSi.Sj + Bex(S:.55)%}, (97)
<1,7>

one can obtain a relation between Jex and Bex and the spin-one state energies

Jex:(ES:Q_ES:l)/4a (98)
Bex=(Es—2—Fg-1)/4—(Es—2—FEg—0)/6. (99)

Since the additional downfolding of 13’6’ gives rise to an energy contribution for the singlet
state only, we have the additional energy contribution to the biquadratic exchange interac-
tion BQX(E,w):Egl:)O/& which leads to Eq. in the main text. Note that Bl (€, w)
Jox(E,w)/Jpr, which means that the canonical transformation gives an accurate description
of Bl (E,w) as long as Jex(€,w) < Jy. This inequality is always fulfilled for the regime of
frequencies studied here. However, for w < U+V, the spin-one description breaksdown and
orbital resolved spin dynamics is needed [30], see discussion in Section
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E Effective Hamiltonian with Spin-Charge coupling

In this section we discuss in more details the effective Hamiltonian which describes the spin-
charge coupling phenomenon. We study the effective Hamiltonian responsible for the non-
equilibrium spin-charge coupling between Po states from Fourier sector m=0 and PQO states
from the m=—1 sector as showed in Figure[5] This effective Hamiltonian forms a 8x8 matrix

S (ol PYA (1) PY 161 =

n,d,d’/:0,2
vy
—483F 0 0 0 203 F 0F 2131 —231
0 —4t3F 0 0 28F 28F 2631 —2831
0 0 2Jg 0 —Ju —Jg 0 0
0 0 0 2y —Jy  —Jg 0 0 (100)
2F  28F —Jy —Jy 2Jg—At3F 0 : —2631 231 ’
2BF  2AF —Jy —Jg 0 2Jy—A3F —221 2131
231* 231 0 0 —283I*  —2iI*  E—w+283G 0
=263 =231 0 0 2031* 281 0 Er—w+2t3G
where
b= ZU+E+mwel(m G ZBU ggimwel(mm)m (101)

1 1 .
I=) J(&)J wt 102
Z £(E) T ( {3U—5JH+/~cw+U+JH+kw}e (102)

I* is the complex conjugate of I and E;j=4(U—Jy) is the energy of the doubly ionized states.
The upper left block of the matrix Eq. |j corresponds to the effective Hamiltonian in Py
sector with m=0 where the basis states are

haco = {11001 L)l LR ) 1), (103)
FRDNNR DL NBANE SIMNE SRR NSNS (104)

where |og, ‘71,7>i = éj.b o uw]0> The lower right block of the matrix corresponds to the effective

Hamiltonian in PY sector with m=1 where the basis is the following

hazs = {| 11, 14),10,0),10,0), 11,14), . (105)

We diagonalize the effective Hamiltonian, Eq. (100) and, after time averaging, we obtain the
spectrum shown in Figure
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