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Abstract. We investigate magnetic excitations and spin transport properties of a frustrated
spin chain with ferromagnetic nearest-neighbor and antiferromagnetic next-nearest-neighbor
exchange couplings in a magnetic field by density-matrix renormalization group methods. In
the field-induced quadrupole and octupole regimes, the low-energy excitation is governed by two-
and three-magnon bound states, respectively, so that bound magnon clusters would contribute
to the spin transport. We show that spin current correlations decrease when the system goes
from the quadrupole regime into the octupole regime. This indicates that the spin transport is
suppressed in the octupole regime, although bound three-magnon clusters carry a larger amount
of angular momentum than bound two-magnon clusters.

1. Introduction

Spin-related transport phenomena in magnetic materials have been attracting a growing interest
in the fields of condensed-matter physics and spintronics. In magnetic insulators, magnons,
which are elementary excitations in magnetic ordered states, carry spin current without electric
current, expected to be a key feature to realize efficient devices without Joule heating. Recently,
novel types of carriers in quantum disordered states have been discussed, such as spinons [11 2],
bound magnon pairs [3 4], and Majorana fermions [5] [6], not only to understand fundamental
properties of exotic spin states from the viewpoint of transport but also to explore a new
mechanism for the efficient spin current generation.

Here we focus on spin multipole states emerging in a frustrated spin chain with ferromagnetic
nearest-neighbor and antiferromagnetic next-nearest-neighbor exchange couplings in a magnetic
field 7, [8, [9]. Tt is well established that the ground state is a vector chiral state in low magnetic
fields, while in high magnetic fields there appear a series of spin multipole liquid ground states
such as quadrupole, octupole, and hexadecapole, which are two-, three-, and four-magnon bound
states, respectively. Since the low-energy excitation is governed by multi-magnon bound states,
we expect that bound multi-magnon clusters would carry spin current.

We have previously studied the dynamical spin and quadrupole structure factors [10] 11, [12]
and the spin Drude weight [3] with a particular focus on the quadrupole regime. In this paper,
to gain further insight into the relation between the low-energy excitation and the spin transport
property, we numerically investigate the multi-magnon excitation energy, the dynamical spin,
quadrupole, and octupole structure factors, and the spin current correlation function, in the
both quadrupole and octupole regimes. We show that spin current correlations are suppressed
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in the octupole regime, although bound three-magnon clusters carry a larger amount of angular
momentum than bound two-magnon clusters.

2. Model and method
We consider a spin-1/2 Jj-J; Heisenberg model with competing ferromagnetic J; (<0) and
antiferromagnetic Jy (>0) in a magnetic field A on an N-site chain, described by

H=7Y Si-Sij1+J12) Si-Sipa—h) S, (1)

where S; are spin-1/2 operators at site i. We set J, = 1 and take it as the energy unit. Note
that the total magnetization m = M/N = ). S?/N is conserved, so that it can be used to
block-diagonalize the Hamiltonian. In the magnetization curve, M changes by one with A in the
vector chiral phase, two in the quadrupole liquid phase, three in the octupole liquid phase, etc.
For the analysis of a given m, we set h to the midpoint of the magnetization plateau of M in
the N-site system, and use the saturation field hy for m = 1/2.

We investigate magnetic excitations and spin transport properties at zero temperature by
density-matrix renormalization group (DMRG) methods in the open boundary condition [13]14].
To clarify the property of the low-energy excitation, we examine the dependence of the p-magnon
excitation energy, defined by

Ap(N, M) = [Eo(N, M + p) + Eo(N, M — p) = 2Eo(N, M)]/2, (2)

where Ey(N, M) is the lowest energy of the N-site system in the subspace of M at h = 0. Note
that excitation energies for adding p magnons and removing p magnons are averaged. At the
saturation M = N/2, we evaluate the p-magnon excitation energy as

Ap(N,N/2) = Eo(N,N/2 = p) — Eo(N, N/2) + phs 3)

Moreover, we calculate the dynamical spin, quadrupole, and octupole structure factors, which
are, respectively, given by
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where S, @, 7, and O, "~ are the Fourier transforms of S;", Q;~ = S; 5,1, and O; "~ =

S, S; 15,9, respectively, 1)) is the ground state, Eg is the ground-state energy, and 7 is
a small broadening factor, set to 0.1 in the present calculations. To calculate the dynamical
structure factors, we use a dynamical DMRG method [14], multi-targeting |¢q), Alg), and
[w+ Eg — H +1in] ' Alyg), where A is S, Qp ,or Oy .

Regarding the transport property, we investigate the spin current correlation function as a
measure of the degree of the flow of the spin current, defined by

I, = (Walildslvea), (7)

where js = . Ji(S; x Si11)* + >, 2J2(S; x Si;2)* is the spin current operator.



(a)o3y (c)os_

0.2 0.2 i

A 1(N,M)
A 2(N,M)

0.1F 0.1 i

%0102 03 04 05
M/N

Figure 1. The excitation energy (a) Aj(N, M) for several values of J; in the quadrupole
regime, (b) Aj(N, M) and (c) Ag(N, M) for several values of J; in the octupole regime. The
system size is N = 128.

3. Results

Let us start with the discussion on magnetic excitations. In Fig. [[a), we show the excitation
energy Aq(N, M) for several values of J; in the quadrupole regime. Note that the two-magnon
bound state appears for J; 2 —2.7 and the ground state turns to the three-magnon bound state
for smaller J; [7,8,9]. We find that Ay (N, M) decreases with decreasing J;, indicating that the
two-magnon bound state becomes unstable as the system approaches the phase boundary. We
note that A;(N, M) increases with decreasing J; for larger J; (> —2), indicating a reentrant
behavior [10].

Figures [[b) and [Il(c) present the excitation energies A (N, M) and As(N, M), respectively,
in the octupole regime. We find that Ay (N, M) and Ay(N, M) exhibit similar dependences. This
is because we obtain both single-spin-flip and two-spin-flip states when we break a bound three-
magnon cluster. With decreasing Ji, A1 (N, M) and Ag(N, M) first increase for J; = —2.8, —3,
and —3.2, indicating that the ferromagnetic exchange interaction stabilizes the three-magnon
bound state, while they turn to decrease with further decreasing J;. This reentrant behavior
resembles that of Aj(N, M) in the quadrupole regime. Here we point out that the excitation
energies in the octupole regime are much reduced from those in the quadrupole regime. This is
indicative that the three-magnon bound state is easily broken comparing with the two-magnon
bound state.

To obtain more deep insight into the low-energy excitation, we investigate the dynamical spin,
quadrupole, and octupole structure factors. In Fig. 2 we show numerical results for J; = —2
and —2.4 with fixed m = 0.35, where the ground state is in the quadrupole regime. For S~ (¢, w),
we find gapped spin excitations, composed of a dispersive mode extending to high energy. The
momentum position of the gap, corresponding to the bottom of the dispersion at a little below
q = /2, is incommensurate. With decreasing .J;, the momentum position of the gap gradually
moves toward small momentum, while the gap decreases, as observed in Fig. [a). In addition,
the dispersion for small momentum below the gap position is pushed down to the low-energy
side. For Q™ (q,w), we find gapless quadrupole excitations at ¢ = 7 due to quasi-long-range
antiferro-quadrupole correlations. The overall structure of the intensity distribution does not
change with J; significantly, while it moves to the low-energy side, so that the slope of the
dispersion becomes gentle. For O~~~ (q,w), we find gapped octupole excitations. The intensity
distribution moves to the low-energy side with decreasing J;, which is similar to the findings for
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Figure 2. Intensity plots of the dynamical structure factors for two values of J; with fixed
m = 0.35 in the quadrupole regime. Left panels: (a) S™(q,w), (b) @~ (¢q,w), and (¢) O~~~ (q,w)
for J; = —2. Right panels: (d) S7(q,w), (¢) @~ (q,w), and (f) O~~~ (q,w) for J; = —2.4. The

system size is N = 40.

$=(g,w) and Q~(q,w).

Figure Bl presents the dynamical structure factors for J; = —3 and —3.4 with fixed m = 0.35,
where the ground state is in the octupole regime. For S™(¢q,w), we find gapped spin excitations.
Note that the lowest-energy peak is found at a finite energy, but the gap is not clearly identified
in the color plot due to large intensity near zero energy. With decreasing Ji, the dispersion in
small momentum goes further down to the low-energy side, leading to a flat structure of the
dispersion. For Q™ (q,w), we find gapped quadrupole excitations. The momentum position of
the gap is away from ¢ = 7. That is, dominant quadrupole correlations change from quasi-long-
range antiferro-quadrupole correlations in the quadrupole liquid to short-range incommensurate
quadrupole correlations in the octupole liquid. The intensity is concentrated in a low-energy
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Figure 3. Intensity plots of the dynamical structure factors for two values of J; with fixed
m = 0.35 in the octupole regime. Left panels: (a) S™(¢,w), (b) @ (¢q,w), and (c¢) O~~~ (q,w)
for J; = —3. Right panels: (d) S™(q,w), (¢) @~ (q,w), and (f) O™~ (q,w) for J; = —3.4. The
system size is N = 40.

dispersion, in contrast to the highly dispersive mode of S™(q,w). For O~~~ (q,w), we find
gapless octupole excitations at ¢ = 7w due to quasi-long-range antiferro-octupole correlations.
The intensity is concentrated in a low-energy dispersion in similar to @~ (¢, w). Thus the slope
of the low-energy dispersion becomes gentler than that in the quadrupole regime.

Now we move on to the transport property. In Fig. l(a), we show typical results of the
spin current correlation function I;/N. Plots for various system sizes collapse, indicating that
the finite-size effect is small. In Fig. @(b), we present I;/N at J; = —2 and —2.4 for the
quadrupole regime, and at J; = —3 and —3.4 for the octupole regime. For the quadrupole
regime, we observe that the spin current correlation is enhanced with decreasing .J;, implying
that the system changes to be favorable for the flow of bound two-magnon clusters. With further
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Figure 4. The spin current correlation function Is/N (a) at J; = —2 with various system
sizes, and (b) the dependence on J; with N = 128.

decreasing Ji, we find that the spin current correlation in the octupole regime is much reduced
from that in the quadrupole regime, indicating that the spin transport is suppressed. This is
contrary to a naive expectation, because bound three-magnon clusters carry a larger amount of
angular momentum than bound two-magnon clusters. This behavior would be attributed to the
dependences of the low-energy dispersion. That is, the slope of the dispersion, corresponding to
the velocity of propagating magnon clusters, in the octupole regime is gentler than that in the
quadrupole regime, leading to the reduction of the flow of the spin current.

4. Summary

We have studied magnetic and transport properties of the frustrated ferromagnetic chain by
numerical methods. The spin current correlation in the octupole regime is reduced from that in
the quadrupole regime, although bound three-magnon clusters carry a larger amount of angular
momentum than bound two-magnon clusters.
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