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The non-interacting magnon gas description in ferromagnets breaks down at finite magnon den-
sity where momentum-conserving collisions between magnons become important. Observation of the
collision-dominated regime, however, has been hampered by the lack of probes to access the energy

and lengthscales characteristic of this regime.

Here we identify a key signature of the collision-

dominated hydrodynamic regime—a magnon sound mode—which governs dynamics at low frequen-
cies and can be detected with recently-introduced spin qubit magnetometers. The magnon sound
mode is an excitation of the longitudinal spin component with frequencies below the spin wave
continuum in gapped ferromagnets. We also show that, in the presence of exchange interactions
with SU(2) symmetry, the ferromagnet hosts an usual hydrodynamic regime that lacks Galilean
symmetry at all energy and lengthscales. The hydrodynamic sound mode, if detected, can lead to
a new platform to explore hydrodynamic behavior in quantum materials.

Introduction.—The presence of symmetries and con-
servation laws can affect the universal dynamics of in-
teracting quantum systems in dramatic ways. One ex-
ample is the recently observed hydrodynamic regime in
graphene where, in a wide range of temperatures, fast
momentum-conserving collisions lead to viscous electron
transport [IH6]. This unusual electron transport be-
havior, also proposed in a variety of other quantum
systems[7HI6], differs from the more conventional bal-
listic and diffusive regimes. The giant leap in our un-
derstanding of quantum transport that resulted from
the study of hydrodynamics in graphene motivates us to
raise two new questions: (i) are there other experimental
platforms beyond graphene that enable us to probe new
regimes of hydrodynamics in quantum materials? (ii) can
additional symmetries give rise to qualitatively distinct
transport features?

Here we show that a magnon gas describing low-energy
excitations in a Heisenberg ferromagnet can enter an un-
usual hydrodynamic regime in a wide range of tempera-
tures and frequencies when SU(2) symmetry is present,
and we propose an experimental protocol to detect hydro-
dynamic modes using spin qubit magnetometers [17, [I§].
As we argue below, the description of long wavelength
excitations in terms of ballistic spin waves, or magnons,
relies on a vanishingly small magnon-magnon interaction
strength which renders relaxation processes at the bot-
tom of the band very inefficient. However, as temper-
ature increases and the thermal magnon population oc-
cupies larger momentum states, momentum conserving
collisions give rise to a relaxation length ¢ which steeply
decreases with temperature T' and magnon density n[19]:
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Here a is the lattice spacing, J is the exchange coupling,
and d > 2 is the system’s dimension. For an intermediate

temperature range such that Umklapp scattering can be
neglected (T' < J), but large enough such that ¢ < L for
the characteristic length L of the system, hydrodynamic
behavior emerges. For instance, for moderately small
occupation numbers (na® ~ 0.1) and temperature below
the Curie temperature (7'/J ~ 0.2), £ ~ 50nm is much
smaller than a typical sample length L ~ 10 ym (here we
used ¢ = 0.5nm and d = 2).

A key signature of momentum-conserving collisions is
the existence of a sound mode. As shown in Fig[l] the
sound mode is manifested as an excitation of the longitu-
dinal spin correlator, ($%5%), where $7 is related to the
magnon density n via ($%) = S(1 — na?), and is anal-
ogous to a second sound in a superfluid. As a result,
spin fluctuation measurements can provide clear-cut sig-
natures of the sound mode, as shown below. We also
distinguish magnon hydrodynamics from hydrodynamics
in electron fluids where, rather than sound modes, the
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FIG. 1. Spectral function x(¢,w) = x+-(¢,w) + x—+(q,w) +
4x-(q,w) exhibiting single magnon excitations at the Zeeman
energy w = A, induced by a finite (S~S1), and a linearly
dispersing sound mode at low frequencies induced by magnon
density fluctuations, (SZS'Z). The sound mode is damped
above frequencies w. by viscous forces.



system hosts plasmon modes; this qualitatively distinct
behavior arises because longitudinal charge fluctuations
are mediated by long-ranged Coulomb interactions[20].

A second signature of the hydrodynamic regime in a
magnon fluid is that collisions between quasiparticles is
strongly constrained by SU(2) symmetry and gives rise
to strong momentum dependence of the magnon-magnon
interaction, see Eq. below. This feature has impor-
tant consequences for universal dynamics. First, Galilean
symmetry is intrinsically broken by the interaction at all
length and energy scales, and differs from usual hydro-
dynamics in lattice systems where Galilean symmetry is
broken only at energy scales comparable to the single-
particle bandwidth (i.e., when deviations from quadratic
dispersion are sizable). While Galilean symmetry break-
ing can also be induced by non-linearities in planar ferro-
magnets in the presence of a spin texture[2IH23], here we
obtain Galilean symmetry breaking even in a stationary
fluid without a spin texture. Second, vanishingly small
scattering matrix elements suppress collisions between
magnons and the condensate that arises due to symmetry
breaking. Such suppresion justifies why the dispersion
of magnons—the Goldstone modes of the ferromagnet—
remain quadratic in the symmetry-broken phase, con-
trary to U(1)-symmetry breaking where interactions be-
tween quasiparticles and the condensate renormalize the
quasiparticle dispersion (i.e., first sound) and where a
‘two-fluid’ hydrodynamic description is necessary.

Previous works on hydrodynamics in ferromagnets as-
sume momentum relaxation due to Umklapp scattering
(T ~ J) or disorder, as first described by Halperin and
Hohenberg [24]. Such momentum-relaxing effects give
rise to diffusive particle and energy transport. Although
a few authors [25H27] made the case for momentum-
conserving hydrodynamic behavior in a magnon gas,
no experimental signature of this regime has been ob-
served to date. Arguably, the energy scales (~meV) and
wavevectors (2 1/a) accessible by neutron scattering, the
main probe of ferromagnets at the time, were too large
to access the low frequency, long-wavelength regime in
which hydrodynamic sound modes live.

We argue that recent experiments [28] 29] have opened
new pathways to observe and study hydrodynamic be-
havior in spin systems. First, ultraclean ferromagnetic
materials, such as yttrium iron garnet (YIG), allow bal-
listic propagation of magnons in macroscopic scales with-
out scattering by impurities and phonons. Second, in-
dependent control of temperature and chemical poten-
tial is now possible via a combination of heating and
driving and, therefore, enables us to explore all possible
regimes from non-interacting magnon gases to interacting
magnon fluids. Finally, magnetic spectroscopy with spin
qubits allows to access spin fluctuations at the energy and
lengthscales relevant for hydrodynamics. Besides spin
waves [28] 29], such probes have been used to image sin-
gle spins [30], domain walls [3T], and to study electron

transport in metals [32]. The have also been proposed
to access the hydrodynamic regime in graphene [33] and
one-dimensional systems [34], to study magnon consensa-
tion in ferromagnets [35)], and to diagnose ground states
in frustrated magnets[30].

Microscopic  model.—We consider a two-
dimensional Heisenberg ferromagnet in the presence of a
Zeeman field and a small exchange anisotropy € > 0:

H=-73 (88 +€5:-85) +AD 8. (2)
J

(43"

Here j labels the lattice site, > (j;y denotes summation
over nearest neighbors, and we take periodic boundary
conditions in each spatial direction. We assume that
the spin system has IV lattice sites on a square lattice,
each containing a spin S degree of freedom which satis-
fies the commutation relations [S’j,é‘f] = :l:éjj/gji and
[S7,55] = 20,57, with S = 57 +£i5Y the raising and
lowering spin operators. The Zeeman term plays an im-
portant role experimentally because it allows to separate
the magnon continuum from the gapless sound mode.

With the objective of deriving an effective model de-
scribing the low energy manifold of H, we recall that
one magnon states |k) = S [F), with [F) = | J| ... |
) denoting the ferromagnetic ground state and 5'; =
ﬁ Zj e~k S}ﬁ are exact eigenstates of H with en-
ergies

exk = A+ JS[o(1+€) — dr], ok = Z ek, (3)
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Two magnon states |k,p) = %gljgg\ﬂ, however, are
not eigenstates of H[19, 37, 38]. Indeed, it is straightfor-
ward to show that

N 1
H|kap> = (gk +€P)‘kap> + Nzgk,p,q“{:‘i}qvp* q>a

q
Jk.pg = —J (6 = dq + dg—p + gik — Pkta—p)

(4)

such that one magnon states are coupled via momentum-

conserving collision gg, p q. More generally, an N-magnon

state H|N) = H [W va S',jl |F') can also be de-
composed into a diagonal component comprised of indi-
vidual spin wave energies, and an off-diagonal compo-
nent containg all possible combinations of two-body col-
lisions [39]. When the incoming magnons are close to the
bottom of the band, the collision term is approximately
Gk.p.q ~ —Ja*(e + k- p). Importantly, whereas collisions
between quasiparticles are hardcore in the easy axis ferro-
magnet, collisions are soft under SU(2) symmetry(e = 0).
We will focus on the latter regime which has remained
unexplored (for a discussion on the easy plane ferromag-
net with broken U(1) symmetry, see Ref. [40]).

An effective description of the interacting magnon fluid



which captures all the features of the parent SU(2) sym-
metric Hamiltonian in Eq. is given by
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where mo = 1/25Ja® is the magnon mass and 1) is
a bosonic operator defined after a Holstein-Primakoff
transformation (S; ~ v2S¢, and SF ~ v/254y), and
summation over repeated indices is assumed. Equation
is valid in the dilute limit na? < 1 and small tem-
perature T' < J such that only small momentum states
are occupied.

Magnon Hydrodynamics without Galilean
symmetry.—The conserved quantities in Eq. are
h.c., and H. Although P, is not strictly conserved
in the lattice model , it becomes conserved in the
long-wavelength effective theory after neglecting Umk-
lapp scattering. We use the local equilibrium approxi-
mation to describe the density matrix as p = [, fa,
where space is coarse-gained into regions of size £. The lo-
cal density matrix is g, = exp (—ﬁ/T —ua Py — ,uN) ,
with (7', uq, pt)e the position and time-dependent ther-
modynamic potentials. To compute expectation values,
we use a Gaussian approximation of the distribution
function p, which can be formally implemented by using
H/T ~ >k %@;d}k, with m the renormalized magnon
mass. As such, any N-point correlation functions can
be expressed as products of two point correlation func-
tions. Because corrections to the bare mass are small,
dm =m —mgy ~ O(na®T/J) < 1, below we will use m
and mo interchangeably. The expectation value of con-
served quantities ((N)g = 1, (Pa)e = npa, (H)z = ne)
are given by:

_mT — _ Tga(2)
- gl( ) Pa ay 0 91(2) ) (6)
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where the thermal energy 6 is related to energy den-
sity via ¢ = 0 + %. In Eq.@, z = e T
is the fugaclty7 and g,(z) is the Bose integral, g,(z) =
oo d -1

V) f el?///z 1
One crucial aspect of Eq. is that the particle cur-
rent operator, defined as d,J, = —i[H, 7ig], is not equal
to P,; instead, J, takes the form J, = P,/mo +
#(w;z/};%aa% —h.c.), and gives rise to Galilean sym-
metry breaking. For the purposes of this work, the main
consequence of Galilean symmetry breaking is that con-
served quantities flow with a drift velocity v, = (Ja)/n
which is different from the thermodynamic potential u:

(v): Gamma function].
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Voo = (1 - ’Y)uom V= ? (7)

In particular, as shown in the Supplement, the particle
current J,, the momentum current II,5 = (Il,g), and

the energy current Q, = (Qa>, are given by

Jo = nug,
Hag = npavg + Paf}, (8)
Qo =nevy + Pagvs + qao-

Here I?O‘B = (nf — %)5045 + ]5@5 is the pressure tensor,
with P,g the dissipative (viscous) component, and ¢, is
the heat current (both P,s and ¢, will be defined ex-
plicitly below). The continuity equations for each of the

conserved charges lead to the hydrodynamic equations:
N+ O (nvy) = 0,

. 1
Po + ’Uﬂaﬁpa = _EaﬂPa57 (9)
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which resemble usual hydrodynamic equations for a clas-
sical fluid with the caveat that convective terms contain
vq rather than u,. We recall that the ‘single fluid’ equa-
tions @D do not include dynamics of the condensate due
to the zero coupling with k = 0 modes in the SU(2) sym-
metric Hamiltonian. Although here we will focus mainly
on a stationary fluid (v, &~ 0), Galilean symmetry break-
ing gives rise to a variety of interesting effects at finite
velocities, including velocity-dependent transport coeffi-
cients, anomalous viscous terms, and anisotropic disper-
sion of hydrodynamic fluctuations, to name a few.

Dissipative effects—We incorporate dissipation ef-
fects phenomenologically using the relaxation time ap-
proximation, see Supplement. This approximation al-
lows us to relate the non-equilibrium magnon distri-
bution to gradients in 7; = (n,uqa,0), te. np =
g + Tk Zj(ﬁﬁk/anj)(at + v - V,)n;, where 7 is a
momentum-dependent relaxation time (see details in
Supplement). As a result, pag and ¢, can be written
P.g = 1 (0aup + 0tia — 0ap0yuy), and ¢o = Kp0an +
kp0q 0. For a two-dimensional magnon gas with quadratic
dispersion and collision rate of the form 1/7; x k2, we
find that, within the relaxation time approximation, dis-
sipation is dominated by the viscous effects p ~ ‘]Tz
While we will keep track of k, and kg in our equations

of motion, we set k,, = kg = 0 in the numerics.

Hydrodynamic modes.—The central result of our
work is the emergence of a collective hydrodynamic mode
in a spin system, which is directly accessible with noise
magnetometry. This mode originates from the longitu-
dinal spin fluctuations which can be quantified by the
retarded correlator

Yes(quw) = —i / T et S e T (3 (1), 55, (0)]).

=

(10)
This is equivalent to computing density fluctuation be-
cause §7 = —S(1 —n,). With this objective in mind,
we first linearize Eq.@ around the equilibrium values,



n(r,t) = n+dn(r,t), 0(r,t) = 0+350(r,t), and v, (r,t) =
dvq(r,t), and go to momentum space:

on 0
A 5’UH = iFH/m s
00 0
w —ngq 0
A= —bg/mn w/(1—7)+iug*/n  —q/m
—iknq? /0 —0q w —ikeq? /R

(11)
The coupling between dn, dv and 60 gives rise to two
propagating modes and one diffusive mode. The trans-
verse momentum component, du_, which does not cou-
ple to on, gives rise to an extra diffusive mode, (w +
ing®/n)év, = iF| /m. Here we included in our equa-
tions a fluctuating parallel (transverse) force Fj (FL).
Close to thermal equilibrium, the density-density corre-
lation function can be obtained from Eq. using the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem:
JS?%(nga?)?
w?/(1 =) = (g, w)fg? /m + ipwq? /0’
12)
where ((¢,w) = 1+ 722000 ~ 9 at the intermedi-
ate/large frequency range of interest. In this regime,
the response function exhibits a linearly dispersing sound
mode w = vsq, with vy = ay/2(1 — v)J0, see Fig
Detection of the sound mode.—We consider a
spin-1/2 qubit with an intrinsic level splitting w placed a
distance d above the magnetic insulator. The combined
dynamics of the qubit and ferromagnet is governed by
the Hamiltonian fltotal = ﬁ + f[ + fIq7 where ﬂ is the
waz with polarizing field

Xz2(q,w) =

spin qubit Hamiltonian H, =
assumed to be aligned in the z dlrectlon. The term H, is
the qubit-ferromagnet coupling induced by dipole-dipole
interactions:

S YU | S; _ 3(S;-ri)r;
mzaB’BMz:ﬁ_r5y
J J J
(13)
where r; = (2;,y;, —d) is the relative position between
the i-th spin in the 2D lattice and probe. The relax-

ation time of the spin qubit can be obtained from Fermi

Golden’s rule 1/T} = ”B [ dte™ ({B~(t), B*(0)}),
where {,} denotes antlcommutatlon[?)Q}. Replacing
Eq. into 1/T} and using the fluctuation-dissipation
theorem, the relaxation time can be expressed in terms
of spin correlation functions:

1 o d*q _
S th( ) HB / o—2lald| g2
T 1) 242 | ot Ml X~

w) +4x7.(q,w)],

+(q,w)

+X (g,

(14)

where we denote X5 = —Im[xap], and Xgﬂ(q,w) =
—i [° dt([S’fq(t),S'g(O)D. Figure shows the integrand

TL. sinh(w/2T) [1/s]

0 e
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FIG. 2. Relaxation time [normalized by sinh(w/2T")] of a spin
qubit located a distance d from the 2D ferromagnet. Besides
the characteristically large relaxation rate induced by spin
relaxation due to emission of spin waves at energy A, the
relaxation rate exhibits a peak below the ferromagentic gap
induced by emission of sound modes with velocity vs. Param-
eters used: na®> = 0.03, T/J = 0.2, A/J = 0.1, a = 0.3nm,
and d = 20 nm.

of Eq., and Fig shows the spin relaxation time as
a function of w induced by longitudinal and transverse
spin fluctuations (we assumed a constant magnon popu-
lation 7 and T'). The correlators x++(g,w) are related to
single-magnon production/absorption, which we assume
to be given by Xf_(q,w) = w — wg + 1X"(q,w), where
(g, w) ~ L2(ga)? (valid for z ~ 1 and w < T) is
the imaginary part of the self-energy computed from the
bubble diagram, see inset of Fig[2| and details in the Sup-
plement. We also note that, in Fig we normalize 1/T;
with coth(w/2T') to capture the spectral contribution of
spin fluctuations rather than its amplitude. Figure[2] is
the main result of this work, and shows a clear fingerprint
of the sound mode within the gap of the ferromagnet.

Dipolar interactions.—Contrary to classical and
electron fluids wherein particles cannot be created or
annhiliated, conservations laws are not as robust in
a magnon fluid and, therefore, should be subject to
scrutiny. Dipolar interactions lead to magnon decay via
three-magnon processes, particularly in thin layers with
a canted ferromagnetic order parameter. Assuming a
magnon distribution with z < 1, we estimate the typ-
ical magnon decay time induced by a dipolar term Hy =

g]‘-g-/ S(S’I" )(S/ a

9d it 57551 )(Syrmy50) ; — 2
2 ij/ i i  With ga = ju/d.

As shown in the Supplement, this gives values on the
ballpark 147 ~ gji (22 — 23) ~ MHz, several orders of
magnitude smaller than the typical GHz frequencies that
typical spin-qubit magnetometers can access. As a result,
sound modes are expected to be well defined excitations
in a wide range of frequencies, from MHz to several GHz.

Conclusion.—Our predictions, which can be tested
in ongoing experiments using spin qubit magnetometers
on ferromagnetic insulators, provide distinct signatures
of hydrodynamic behavior in spin systems. Although the



sound mode is its most distinctive feature, the strong mo-
mentum dependence of the magnon-magnon interaction
induced by the SU(2) symmetry suggests that ferromag-
nets can also host anomalous transport not achievable in
classical and electron fluids.
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Supplement for ‘Hydrodynamic sound modes and Galilean symmetry breaking in a
magnon fluid’
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The outline of the Supplement is as follows. In Sec. A, we present a derivation of the two magnon collision term
in the Heisenberg model. In Sec. B, we numerically evaluate the magnon relaxation time due to exchange coupling.
In Sec.C, we derive the current operators and compute their expectation value using the local equilibrium and
gaussian approximation of the distribution function. In Sec. D, we compute the viscosity of the magnon fluid using
the relaxation time approximation. In Sec. E, we evaluate the sunrise diagram which gives rise to a finite linewidth
to the single magnon emission/absorption process. In Sec.F, we provide the computational steps to obtain Eq.
of the main text. In Sec. G, we provide a detailed discussion of dipole-dipole interactions and estimate the typical
magnon leakage rate.

A. EIGENSTATES OF THE HEISENBERG FERROMAGNET

To show the origin of the collision term in Eq. . here we calculate the eigenstates of the Heisenberg Hamiltonian
for increasing magnon number. The discussion closely follows that in Ref. [38]. Given that [H,Y", S7] = 0, we can
label eigenstates with the total number of spin flips. Before computing the eigenstates, it is useful to first write the
Hamiltonian in momentum space,

- _72 [ + 87,50 + 2Sik5,§} +AD S =) kT, (S1)
k j T
where 7 labels the four nearest neighbor vectors. The spin operators in momentum space satisfy the commutation
&t
. A~ A+ _ S ’ o+ o— _ 25 ’
relations [S;,Sk/} ==+ f/%“ , [Sk,S’k,} = %

Ferromagnetic ground state

The ferromagnetic ground states of His given by |F) = | ]} ... JJ) such that all spins are pointing in the Z-direction.
The energy of the ferromagnetic ground state is

H|F) = Ep|F), Ep=—2NJS?—- NA. (S2)
Furthermore, the ground state satisfies S’;|F> =0, and 5’;|F> = —S|F). In momentum space, these two relations
become
Sg|F) =0, SilF)=—SVNbgolF). (S3)
One magnon eigenstates
There is a total of NV possible ways to do a single spin flip over the ferromagnetic ground state, S;"|F) fori = 1,..., N,
giving rise to a total of N one-magnon eigenstates. Single magnon eigenstates of H are ezactly given by |k) = A,:|F ).

To show that this is the case, we note that HS, |F) = [S;" H + Ry]|F), where

Ry =[H,55] = \ﬁz ~o-a) [S355-q — S5 85q| + ASF. (S4)



Using Eq.7 we find Ri|F) = [A+ JS(Y0 — 7%)]S; |F). As a result,
HSE|F) = [Er +elSE|F), e =A+JS(v0— ), (S5)

and |k) = §Z|F ) is an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian with energy e over the vacuum energy. Because (k|p) = i p,
the one magnon eigenstates |k) = S; |F) are already normalized.

Two magnon eigenstates

Spin wave theory assumes that M magnon eigenstates are superposition of M one-magnon eigenstates, for instance

1
V25,250,

for Mk + My = 2. Such a basis has several problems, even in the simplest case M = 2. First, the two-magnon basis
in Eq.(S6)) is overcomplete for S = 1/2. In particular, for S = 1/2, there is a total of N(N —1)/2 ways to do two spin
flips on the lattice, giving rise to N(N — 1)/2 two-magnon eigenstates of H. However, there are in total N(N+1)/2
ways in which k, p pairs of momenta can be chosen (such problem is not present for S > 1/2).

Secondly, the two-magnon basis in Eq. is neither orthogonal nor properly normalized. Indeed, the scalar product
of two elements of the basis is given by

k,p) = Sy SEIF), (S6)

<F|5‘:p,5’:k,$’;§;‘|F> = (25)2(5k,k’5p,p’ + 6k’p’ Pk T 6k+p,k’+p’/N)7 (87)
for S =1/2, and
(FIS=p S =4 SESEIF) = (28) (0 krOp,pr + Ok Op i) +4S(S = 1Ok prspr /N, (S8)

for S > 1/2. As a result, orthogonality and normalization of the two magnon basis (S6) is valid up to terms O(1/N).
Finally, and crucial for our discussion, the two-magnon basis are not an eigenstates of the Heisenberg Hamil-
tonian. In particular, the effect of acting H on a two magnon state S+S+|F ) is given by

HSESEIF) = |S5SEH + S5 B+ S Ry | |F) + Qual ), (59)
where we defined
Q= [[1:53] 58] = % 3 O = a0 = e+ 2a-p10) 3155 (510)
q
Using Eq., we find that
HSSSEIF) = [Ep + JS(v0 — W) + TS (0 — 7p)] S S |F) + Qpie| F), (S11)

where the first term on the right-hand side is the usual spin wave contribution which is diagonal on the two-magnon
basis in Eq. 1’ The second term (Qpk), however, creates two magnon states with momenta p + g and k — g, for all
q. As a result, different two-magnon states are coupled by the matrix elements

Ja?

J
k+q Sp- qHs+S+|F> - N (Ya = Ya—p — Ya+k + Ya—p+k) ® —— (k- P), (512)

where we evaluated the matrix elements at low momenta.

Rather than dealing with the complications introduced by the two-magnon basis described above, it is possible to
calculate exactly the two-magnon eigenstate and compute the matrix element in terms of single magnon eigenstates
|k). This provides a minimal description of the interacting magnon fluid at small densities, na? < 1. The wavefunction
for two-magnon states can be generically written as

Y) = Zwi,jﬁfgfIF% (S13)

ij



where ; ; = 1, ;. In the case S = 1/2 we do not need to explicitly set v; ; = 0 because S+S+|F> already gives 0.
To find the eigenstates of H we act H on two spin operators,

HSFSHF) = |EpSFSH+2J88; Z =55 +2788f Z F = S5 4278860y — 645 Z m] F).

A (S14)
Taking the scalar product with the vector (F'|S;S,, gives rise to the eigenvalue equations
J
2JS Z(¢l,m+7’ - ¢l,m + /ll}l-‘rT,ﬂ’L - ¢l,m) + E[wl,m + wm,l - wl,l - wm,m]éu,m) = Ei/’z,m, (815)
valid for m # [, and
2JS (Y141 — i) + 2 S (W10 — i) = By, (S16)
valid for m = . In Eq.(S15), d(,my is 1 if [ and m are nearest neighbors and 0 otherwise, and E is referenced from Ep.
Because of periodic boundary conditions, we can write 1); ; in the center of mass frame as ¢; ; = lT\,R D g VK g€,
where K =k +p, q=(k—p)/2, R=(r; +r;)/2 and r = r; — r;, which gives rise to the eigenvalue equatlons
J
(ex +ep — Bk g = N Z cos(q - T) [cos(K - T/2) —cos(k - T)]| YK k- (S17)
kT

This is the two-magnon eigenvalue equation in the center of mass frame. The eigenstates of Eq. can be found
using the S-matrix approach. We first note that the exact eigenstates can be labeled with the momenta of the
incoming magnons, k = K /2 + qo and p = K/2 — qo. Under this picture, the matrix elements for two magnon
scattering is given by

<F| k+q p q|k p> waqa (818)

and 0 for momentum non-conserving processes. Singling out gp in Eq.(S17)), the eigenstate equations for the remaining
q vectors is given by

J J
Aqthq = N qup¢q + quqm q # £qo, (S19)
p

where we defined the quantities
Ag =€K/21q tEexj2—q— E, Tgp= Zcos(q -T) [cos(K - T/2) — cos(k - T)], (S20)

and, for compactness, we removed the subindex K from all quantities. Equation (S19) can be written more conve-
niently as

J 1
= 575 (ha + Laa). (521)
where Ag = Zp I'gp¥p satisfies the self-consistent equation
J 1 1
Ag = N Z <qu/\Ap + qu)\rpqo) ) (522)
» P P
The exact solution for Ay is
Joo1\ 'J. o1
Ag = (1 — —TIg ) —Tp—T g, (S23)
q kzp N q Aq N p>\p Pqo
Using Aq4 into Eq.(S21)) results in the wavefunction in the center of mass frame:
J. 1\ 'J1
Vg = (1 - =T ) ——Tgq,- (S24)
q ? N Prq )\q N)\q q90

Within the Born approximation, the wavefunction can be approximated as vq ~ %)\inqqo. Further, for small
wavevectors of the incoming particles, we can approximate I'gq, ~ a’(k - p). As a result, the exact two magnon
eigenstates (at low momenta of incoming particles) can be interpreted as the scattering states of two spin waves
coupled by the bare interaction of the form <F|5‘,:+q5’;_q|k,p> ~ Ja*(k - p).
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FIG. S1. (a) y&(z) plotted for different values |k|/muvs, = 0,1,5 (increasing darkness). Indicated with dashed line is the linear
Yk (z) = z/8m obtained from the classical Boltzmann equation. (b) vk (z) exhibits a weak dependence on k, as shown for z = 1.
At most, vk (z) varies by a factor of ~ 2.5 as k is varied. In our calculations, we take the average of v, over k space.

B. RELAXATION TIME DUE TO EXCHANGE COUPLING

To estimate the relaxation time induced by the exchange interaction, we consider a magnon fluid at thermodynamic
equilibrium and zero drift velocity, ng = 1/(z"'e**/T — 1). Let us a assume that, at ¢ = 0, a non-equilibrium
distribution is formed with a bump at wavevector k, i.e. np = np + Inkde p. The relaxation time for such a
distribution is given by

1 (Ja?)? _ _ _ N
™ N? Z(k -p)?2m6(ex + €p — Ehiq — Ep—q) [Ap(1 + Titerq) (1 + Mip—q) — (1 + 71p) Wik 4 qTip—q) - (525)
pq
The relaxation time can be expressed as % = V{“G(;) w after factoring out the k vector dependence out of the

integral, normalizing energies with 7', and momenta with v2mT. The dimensionless prefactor vg(z) is plotted in
Fig[ST] exhibits a weak dependence on k, and scales approximately as o z. Rather than keeping this unimportant
k dependence of g, we define an average v of all k vectors and z values, v(z)/z = fol dz/z [ d®k/(27)?yk(z), which
yields v(z) & cz, with ¢ ~ O(1).

2 2
%. The relaxation

In thermal equilibrium, the typical relaxation rate for thermal magnons is given by 1/7 ~
length of thermal magnons is given by ¢ = o7, where 72 = 27r1nn fOOO dkk3ng = 2mTg2(2)/g1(2) is the thermal velocity,
and results in Eq. of the main text.

C. DERIVATION OF HYDRODYNAMIC EQUATIONS

In this section we derive the current operators associated with the conserved quantites of the effective Hamiltonian

H= / 9atbOate +g (&;@;aazzmaaz/}m + h.c.) , (S26)

2m

which was derived in the main text. Here we defined g = Ja?/4 for compactness of notation. We recall that the
Hamiltonian 1) has three conserved quantities: particle number N = fm Ng = fm ¢wa, momentum P, = fm Do,z =
%i fm @/;Laad;m — h.c., and energy H= fm €. We proceed to derive the currents associated with each of the conserved
quantities.

Current operators

The current operators can be derived from the continuity relation that ensures charge conservation: Oift, =
—0nJo = i[H, g for particle number, 0Py 2 = —0ulla,g = i[H,pg 2] for momentum, and 0iéy = —0,Qo = i[H, éz)



for energy. Computing the commutator of H with each of the local operators gives rise to the currents:

Ja= oo [#h0uthe — e +2ig [$10L0udats — e
Map = % (0203050 + hec.| + g | (Ga0y ) 0ap + 2050500 t0s + hoc. (S27)
Qu = 0501 0a000 — hec.| = 2L [10105 00 0aBtbe + P 0nbodfin — Oatiil03vedstie — hc| .

Currents within the gaussian approximation

We compute the expectation value of the currents using the local equilibrium approximation which allows us to
coarse-grain real space in regions of size £ in which the system is effectively thermalized. We also employ the gaussian
approximation to represent the density matrix in the subregion region « as p, = exp (— Dok 25%1/)};% —ugPy — ;LN ),
where we use the bare mass m rather than the renormalized mass for simplicity. The gaussian approximation enables us
to compute four-point correlation functions in terms of two-point correlations function. In particular, the expectation
value of the currents is given by

0= (1) g = Eed 1),
P, = (ka), Mog = <k(:nikﬁ> —4g(ky)(ky)bap — 89(ka)(ks), (S28)

e= ) gl ko), Q= o) gy Bekad g ) sha)

where we used the short-hand notations (A) = f %Aknk, and ng is the Bose distribution function with chemical
potential g, drift velocity uq, and temperature T'. It is straight-forward to compute the expectation values, which
are given by: (1) = mTg1(2)/2m, (ka) = nmua, (kakg) = mnuaug + (kakp), (kaksgks) = (kakgks) + mua(ksks) +
2mug (kokg) + m>nu?u, (here g,(z) is the bose integral defined in the main text, and ko = ko — mu,). The term
(kaks) = Pag = n00as + P, 5 is the pressure tensor with P, ; the dissipative component, and (kaksks) = qo is the
heat current. Both P/ 5 and gq are estimated below. Replacing the expectation values into Eq. results in the
charges and currents:

n, Jo = Mg,
Do = Mg, Hap = Pap + npavp, (529)
do v
=?+p25, Qa = do +neva + Pagvp.

The continuity equations On+ 0qJo = 0, 0 (npa) + 0pllas = 0, and 9;(ne) + 0,Qq = 0 give rise to the hydrodynamic
equations @D in the main text.

D. ESTIMATING TRANSPORT COEFFICIENTS FROM THE RELAXATION TIME APPROXIMATION

To compute the leading order corrections to P,g and ¢, we need to determine dng induced by gradients in n, uq,
and 0. With this objective in mind, we linearize the Boltzmann kinetic equation

(at + vk@é)a + Faaka) ng = I(T_Lk + 5nk) (830)

Here we assumed that dng < ng, such that the leading order contributions on the left-hand is given by the derivatives
(both space and time) of 7. The right-hand side is already leading order in dny because I(fig) = 0.



We begin the analysis by considering the left-hand side of Eq.(S30). We recall that fig(n,uq,6) is the local
distribution function which depends implicitly on n, u, and 6. As such, computing the time and spatial derivatives
of ng leads to

[Qt + v,m@a] N = [n + Uk,aaan} anﬁk|0,ua + [9 + Uk,aaa9:| (%ﬁk]m% + [’lla + Uk)ga@ua] 8%71,.3]”’0, (831)

where Ong/0x|, . denotes the derivative of nj with respect to x, leaving y and z constant. In Eq., we replace
the time derivatives n, tq, and by the hydrodynamic equations @ of the main text in the local equilibrium
approximation, and compute transport coefficients to leading order in na?. i.e. using Png = dapnf/m and q, = 0.
This results in

[& + ’Uk@aa + Faﬁka] N = [50458nﬁk|97u& + %8nPa589kﬁk] f)kﬁaan + [6a56‘9ﬁk|n,ua + %agpagagkﬁk} f}k,gaaa

_ m _ - - _
— 6C¥5n6”nk|0,ua + gpaﬁ’a@”ﬂn,ua + mvk,avk,gagknk} 8au5,

(S32)
where we used the identities Ofik/Ouglng = —[00k/00k]IMUk,o and FoOk, Ty = Fol0fik/00k|Uk,.o. The terms in
brackets in Eq.(S32)) are thermodynamic functions that depend on the local values of (T}, z, w,) and are given by

2 N 2 -9
[8t + 'Uk,aaa + Faakza] ﬁk - |:7T (hn(z) + hn(z)k> 'Ek,agan + % (he(z) + he(Z)zlf) ﬂk,aaae

mT T
(S33)
0 MUK oV o
o (= 2 ) vt
where the dimensionless coefficients hy (z) and h, g(z) are
o 292 — (1 - 2)g29? - (2) = {1 2g2 ]
2297 — (L—2)g1/2" " g1 gi(l—2)—2zg2 ]’
(S34)
2 2
293 — (1 — 2)g297 7 [ 1 292 }
ho(z) = , he(z)=|—+ 5| .
e e s AR PP s e

Let us now focus on the right-hand side of Eq.. There are many schemes to calculate I[ng + dng]. The
simplest approach is to use the relazation time approximation. In this approximation, the collision integral is written
as I[Nk + ong] = —Ong/7k, where 7% is defined in Eq.. Importantly, we keep the explicit dependence on magnon
wavevector. We note that 1/7, was calculated using u, = 0, but its value remains valid so long as u, S /T/m
[corrections to 1/7 due to finite drift velocity are O(u2)]. As a result, dng becomes proportional to gradients in n,
0, and uq:

B 2 ~ O\ . 2 ~ O\ -
ong = Tx [mT (hn(z) + h”(Z)T) Uk, 0O + T (hg(z) + hg(z)T> Uk, 0Ot
(S35)
O MUk Uk B _
+ <5Q5T — # 8au5 nk(nk + ].)
Using nx = ng + 0ng and integrating over k leads to
n
P.p = —0ap + 1 (Oaup + 0pta) — (10ag0yty,  Ga = knOan + KgO0ab, (S36)
m

where only linear terms on 9yn, 0,0, and Jyup were considered (i.e., gradients of thermodynamic quantities are

small). For a two-dimensional magnon gas with quadratic dispersion and collision rate of the form 1/7 o k? (i.e.,
only considering exchange coupling), the relaxation time yields that dissipation is dominated by viscosity u(T, z) ~ JTQ,
while k,, = kg are second order effects (in powers of T'/J) compared to p. k, and kg are dominated by deviations to
quadratic dispersion and/or finite scattering at low scattering, e.g. dipolar interactions.
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FIG. S2. (a) In addition to the sound mode, off-resonant processes can also give a finite contribution to x—+ below the magnon
gap. (b) Sunrise diagram contributing to the magnon self-energy of x_.

E. TRANSVERSE SPIN FLUCTUATIONS

The spectral weight of the correlator x4 _(k,w) = —i fooo dtei“t<[§:k, Sy (0)]) is concentrated at the magnon fre-
quency wr = A + ¢ and is associated to the production of a single magnon. Off-resonant processes, however, give
rise to a finite contribution to x_4 (k,w) below the magnon gap, see Figa). As such, we estimate the contribution
of such processes in the noise spectrum and show that they give a small contribution to y;_ compare to that of the
sound mode. With this objective in mind, we calculate the leading order contribution of the imaginary part of the
magnon self-energy ¥(k,w), and approximate the correlation function as

1

w—w + i (k,w)’ (S37)

X+ (k,w) =

where energy shifts to the single magnon dispersion are neglected. From the effective interaction in Eq. of the
main text, this is given by the second order process depicted in Figb). In terms of Matsubara frequencies, it can
be written as

1

(iw), — wp) (iwn + W] — Witq) (i), — W] — wWp—q)

S(k,w) =—J%*Y " Y (k-p)?

> ! 5 1"
Pq iw]iw!!

(S38)

The retarded correlator is obtained by analytical continuatio iw, — w 4+ i€ and taking the imaginary part of the
resulting expression:

2 (k,w) = Ja’ Z(k P)?0(w — A+ ep — kg — Ep—q) (Np — Tip) (1 + Nierq + 1p—gq), (S39)
Pq

where we denote 7, = n(ep + w). A similar analysis follows for the correlator x;_(w) =~ d(w + wg). Dimensional
analysis in the limit w < T yields ¥ scaling as ¥(q,w) = TTW(qa)z.

F. MEASUREMENT OF MAGNON SOUND MODES

We consider a spin-1/2 qubit with an intrinsic level splitting w placed a distance d above the magnetic insulator.
The dynamics of the qubit and the ferromagnet is governed by the Hamiltonian Hiota1 = H + H. + Hy. Here Hy is
the Hamiltonian of the ferromagnet, see main text. The term fIq is the qubit Hamiltonian given by ﬁq = %wnq .o,
where nq is the intrinsic polarizing field of the spin probe. For instance, in the case of NV centers in diamond, nq is
the axis of the NV defect in the diamond lattice. Finally, the term H., is the qubit-ferromagnet coupling, given by

3 5
Ty Ty

BB o op L
He="36-B, B=—>"

S, 3(8; 'Tj)rj] (S40)

where B is the magnetic field at the position of the probe induced by dipolar interactions with the 2D ferromagnet,
and r; = (x;,y;, —d) is the relative position between the i-th spin in the 2D lattice and probe.

In thermal equilibrium, the 2D ferromagnet is described by the density matrix pp = > e~»/*2T |n)(n|, where |n)
are the eigenstates of the ferromagnet. The absorption rate, 1/71 abs, and emission rate, 1/T} en, is obtained from



Fermi Golden’s rule using the initial state |i) = |—) ® pr and i) = |+) ® pr, respectively:
1/Tabs,em =27 Z Panmequ(S(w + Emn) (841)
Here BY,, denotes <n|l§”‘|m>, and €., is the energy difference between states m and n, €,,,, = €, —&,. The relaxation
rate is defined as 1/T} = %[1 /Tabs + Tem|. More compactly, 1/T7 can be expressed as
1 MzB > iwt H— N+
o= [ e (B (1), B (0))), (842)
1 —o0

For computation it is more convenient to express 1/77 in terms of retarded correlation functions. In this direction,
the fluctuation-dissipation theorem reads

[ T gt (B (1), B (0)}) = coth (ZT) m [\% g ()], (543)

where x&_ o\ (w) = —i [;7 dt([B~(t), B*(0)]) is the retarded correlation function.
Finally, 1/T; can be expressed in terms of spin-spin correlation functions. Expressing S’ =3 C S & in momen-

tum space and inserting into Eq. {) we can express B® in terms of S,f and Sg. Without loss of generality, we
assume k = (k,0). For B*, we find

R ) 1 32 3x,y; 3z;d
Bi=3 e K - ) Sk - —Hs)+ = Sk] . (544)
J

J J J J

Using the continuum approximation to approximate >, — 25 [ d*w, the first term on the right-hand side of Eq. 1}
is

, 1 3a? 1 (1 322 d? — 2?2 1—¢2
ikax; J ikx _ kx i(kd)e _+ — S
S it (=20 2 [ [ dad Loy 2 [y d
" (T? 7‘?) a2/ e <r3 r5> /x (@ +a2)? d?/§ 1+
(S45)
In the last step, we can use the residue theorem to express [~ dge!(*d¢ (11+52 > as § dzeiFd? (11+Z’;)2 = m(kd)e*,

where for kd > 0 we use a contour of integration in the upper-half complex plane. As a result, we obtain
. 1 32?2 ke kd
N (e ) (S46)
. T T 2a?
J

exact in the continuum limit. For the second term on the right-hand side of Eq. 1) we find ) j etk 17{# = 0.
Finally, for the third term in the right-hand side of Eq.(S44)), we find

otk xj 3zkd x? ik

Repeatlng the same procedure for BY and Bz, and generalizing our results for a generic k = (kz, ky), we obtain
B> = f > x Br, with

Bili e—lklz k%/“‘:‘ k/’z];y/‘kl Zkz ‘S:'I:f:
By | =S | ke /IRL K2/ RL ik, | (ST ). (S48)
B} iky iky —|k| Sz

The B,f = B{ +iBj} terms can be written as a function of S,f and Sj, such that Eq. (i can be recasted as

B k|2 PN . Shy
B € |k|/2 (kg +iky)?/2|k| tky — Ky g (S49)
k 222 | (ks —iky)?/2|k| k|/2 ik + ky k|

z (ko + ky) /2 (ke —ky)/2  —lk| Sk



Using Eq.(S49) in Eq.(S42), the spin qubit relaxation time is given by

2a2

MB P’k —2|k|d|7.12 [ R R R
711 th(2T) /(27‘(’)26 |k| [X7+(k7w)+X+7(kvw)+4x,zz(k7w):|a (850)

where we denote x 5(’4: w)=—i fo dt([S* (1), A,’f(O)])

G. EFFECT OF DIPOLAR INTERACTIONS

Dipolar interactions, which can be sizable in a two-dimensional ferromagnet, introduce a variety of effects that need
to be carefully taken into account, namely, it modifies the collision term by adding hard-core repulsion, and induce
magnon leakage via three body interactions. We incorporate dipolar interactions via the term

I‘:’d NB Z S S 3(‘§j 'rjj’)(gj/ ‘rjj/) (S51)

5 )
47 2 55 Tjj/

where pp is the Bohr magneton, and 7,/ is the relative distance between spins j and j'. It is important to consider
the combined effect of the Zeeman term,

H,=A> 57, (S52)
and dipolar interactions. In particular, in the presence of a Zeeman field, it is convenient to pick a quantization axis
which is canted from the 2D plane r = (z, y,0),

Gz Gz . Qx Gx Qx : Gz & &y
S5 — cosfS; —sinfSy, ST — costST +sin6S;, ST — ST, (S53)
where 6 will be conveniently chosen below. Inserting Eq. (S53)) into Eq. (S51)), we find

2
2 HB

H; =
d 87r

207a Yy &y 7y &z & 5, Ta
S] SJ+T <13COS 07_2) S] SJ_,’_T 1*37_*2 +S_]S]+‘r (138111 97_2>
(S54)

—6sinfcoshL S”SZ — 6cosfE yS’”Sy

27 J+T J+T

TaTy
— 6sind S;S;’+T] :

where 7 denotes relative positions between spins on a two-dimensional square lattice (not restricted to nearest neigh-

bors). After rearranging terms, we find

a 3/’68 1 Ta% z QT 2 Ta? z Gz T??_Tﬂ% QY QY
Hy= ZTS ( : W) 5~ o5 ) +sin® 9 s §55 e+ cos?0 55785, — LRSS,
(S55)

f2smﬁcos€ S“’S;+T 2cosf IySISy

Y, —2sind Tz ySZSy }

J=i+T

Note that the first term on the right-hand side can be incorporated into the definition of J with a small anisotropy
in the x direction which we will neglect. For convenience, we define Hy = H,, + Hy. + Hyo + Hyy + Hyy + Hy ., with

. ToT
TaTy
H,, = g4 cos 9— g T5SJZSJZ+T, H,, = £4sin® 9— E TSKS’J“”S;CJFT7 Iz:—dismecosé’WSZ g S$SJZ+T,
7'

- ad T2 — ToTy A ToT, .
Hyy=ca—z >~ Sysjyﬁ, vy = —2eqc08 0oz — Z SESTSY L Hys = —2eq sin g — Z pu IR
JT
(S56)
where we defined the dipolar energy as
352 2
eq = 22 KB (S57)

4a3
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The Zeeman splitting term in the rotated frame is given H,=H, + ﬁz, with

H,=Acos0» 57, H.,=—Asinf) S’ (S58)
- :

Focusing on H.,, first, we define Sj = —S5(1 — 7 ), which leads to

. a3 — 72 . =T
H,. = g4 cos? 9? Z T—’;(l — 2 + ffjpr) = €qcos® O | NS — 2an +— Z T—”’gnjnjﬁ , (S59)
J JT

JjT

and where, in the last step, we used

CikrTe T
Ze k 7_% =3 +0(¢?). (S60)
Similarly, for H,. we find
- . a? T2 ) 2eqsinfcos
H,, = 2ecqsinfcos Oﬁ ]ZT: ;Sj (1—nj4r) = — Z - — Z = S nJ+T ) (S61)

Turning to H,, and using Sj =( A;-r + A;)/Q, we find

+at £qsin® 0
S 8 452

Ry

i eqsin?6 a3
JtT

ca> s v +
e 4 71'52 +25 S )

> (Sjké“,j +87,.5, + QS‘ij“,;) , (S62)
k

where, in the last step, we used Eq. 1} The term H,, introduces coherent creation/destruction of two magnons.
The term H,, also introduces similar two-magnon processes such as those in H,,

o eqcosf a® TaTy (6 &4 G- 7725dcos0 kyky A G+ G- G-
Moy == 7r52 ~ |7[° (S?S’ % 5; )‘ imS? 2 a (S—ksk S—ksk)’ (563)

but the matrix elements of H'Iy are O(q?) smaller than those corresponding to H,. [in the last step of Eq. {) we
used Y etk T Tefu — Hhaky 4 O(4)] As a result, we neglect H,,. Finally, for H,., we find

~ Ty

H,, = —2eqsind Sz

oad T T
Sy 1 —njir;) = —2eqsin 0% Z 7_5y S;J Z 5 ySyn]+T
T T (S64)
= 6egqsin 0— Z Ty Synj+7,

where the first term in the third equality is zero because ) 7,7, /7> = 0, thus giving only a cubic term. The cubic
term, however, has matrix elements O(q ) smaller than those corresponing to ﬁm because of the factors 7,7,. As a
result, we neglect the matrix elements introduced by H. yz when compared to those in Hy..

The Zeeman splitting term Hm and the dipolar term HM both generate terms which are linear in Sf In particular,

Hy+ H,. =—Asmezsz MLSGCOSGZSGC MLSGCOSQZﬁ . (S65)

As a result, we conveniently define # such that the linear term is cancelled. This leads to

SA
= — < <
cosf 5oy’ 0 < SA < 2eq, (S66)

=0, SA > 2eq4.
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Therefore, in this case, the terms

- - 2eqsinf cos b 2
H,+H,, = _w Z Tisfﬁj+77 (S67)

lead to a cubic interaction term aAfter a Holstein-Primakoff transformation.
In the same spirit, combining H, from Zeeman splitting and H,, from dipolar interaction, we find

72
TI5 MMt (S68)

3
f[z +H,, = (ASCOSG — 9e4 cos? 9) Zﬁj + £4 cos? 9% Z

J Jr

As a result, the combination of H, and H,, gives rise to a magnon gap induced by Zeeman splitting and dipolar
interactions, and a quartic interaction induced by dipolar interactions.

Effective Hamiltonian

To cast the dipolar Hamiltonian into a long-wavelength, effective Hamiltonian, we use the Holstein-Primakoff
transformation to leading order, which results in

s T T T s T T T T T
T o _ Tz At 4 AA —iq-T a: ~ ~ Ao, ~ ~ PRI
E —g My = g ~50j04 851705 = E E e =5 | Gkiqlip—qipin = 3 E poy qlp—qpl.- (S69)

jT i kpq T kpq

In the last step, we used Eq.(S60). In addition, for Eq.(S67)), we use
AT A A\ S T;E -pTat g AT A —ikpsT A A
Z n]+7 Z 5 aja]JrTajJrT ta; 054705 ) = N Z ﬁ UplyGktp + € U pplk
JT
~\Van a3 Z (d afanp + &L+pap&k) '

(S70)
Putting everything together, we find that, at long wavelength, the dipolar and Zeeman Hamiltonian can be effectively
written as

- A it o . it A4 Af A
Hy+H,~ zk: {Aa};ak + Ao (aka,k + a};aT k)} — Z (a g, Crtp + akﬂ)apak) + N kZaL+qaL*qapak’
pg
< 9 £qsin? 6 £qsin? 6 9
A= (ASCOSG—ZEdcos 0)+T’ /\QZT, A3 =eqv/2/Ssinfcosl, Ny =eqcos”6.

(S71)

Bogoliubov transformation

For small Zeeman fields, the canting angle lies in the range 0 < 8 < 7/2, and Ay 3 are finite. The quadratic part of
the Heisenberg Hamiltonian combined with Eq.(S71]),

=3 [(A + en)al e + Ao (ani_p + alal k)} (S72)
k

can be diagonalized using a Bogoliubov transformation:
k= 5kBe T A g, aok = sk + ALy, (S73)
where si and tg are k-dependent real numbers. It is straightforward to show that

sk = cosh g, tp = sinh g, (S74)
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diagonalizes Ho,

=" Ex |81+ vok] B =/(en+2)2 -3, (575)
k
where @ is the solution of
A
sinh 2¢y, = —ﬁ. (S76)

Several comments are in order. First, we note that the magnon dispersion is quadratic, with or without dipolar
interactions. In particular, in the presence of dipolar interactions, there will be a small correction to the magnon
mass at low energies on the order of O(gq/J), and which we will neglect (quadratic dispersion greatly simplifies
the hydrodynamic description, as will be discussed below). Second, we are mainly interested on the hydrodynamic
behavior at large T such that magnon-magnon collisions become important. In the regime ¢4 < T < J, most
magnons will typically have large kinetic energies e such that corrections due to the Bogoliubov transformation are
negligible.

For sufficiently large Zeeman fields, when A > ¢4 and 6 = 0, then the coupling terms verigy Ag 3 = 0. In this case,
the quadratic part of H;+ Hyq+ H, is already diagonal in the (dg, a};) basis and there is no need for a Bogoliubov
transformation.

Magnon leakage

Three magnon processes in Eq.(S71)) do not preserve particle number. This means that the distribution function
fip = [z~ tes/T — 1]71 is a quasi-equilibrium distribution if 0 < z < 1, and invalidates our hydrodynamic theory for
frequencies below the leakage rate. The total magnon leakage rate can be calculated from

dn A3 _ _ _ N
i Z 2nd(ep + €p + A — €ktp) [fip(L + fiktp) — (1 + fike) (1 + Tip) Tt p) - (ST7)
kp
Here we note that three magnon processes are not necessarily suppressed by energy and momenta conservation. For

instance, if the incoming magnon states have momenta that verifies k- p = mA, then energy and momentum is
conserved after the collision. For concreteness, let us assume that u, < /7T /m, which leads to

dn _ Yeax(2® —2°) TA3 167 / dk / dp
(2m)?

~ B ~ ~ o 72 =2
T = Jog2 ek = T W(S[kQ +p7+A - (k +P)2]nfc”ﬁ”ic+ﬁek P (ST8)

where we normalized k = k /k. The value of Yieax(2) can be shown numerically to be Yieax ~ O(1). From here we can
define the leakage rate

1 o 1dn o 71cak)\§

Tleak ndt  2J

(22 = 2%). (S79)

Using J ~ 1000K, A3 ~ 1K, and z & 0.9, we obtain 1/7j¢ax ~ 5 MHz. As such, magnon number can be assumed to
be a good conserved quantity for w > 1 MHz.
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