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The nonlinear dynamics of magnetization in antiferromagnets, resulting in high-frequency spin
waves (high-order harmonics) as signal carriers, enable fast magnetic state switching in spintronic
devices. More harmonic orders potentially allow more information to be conveyed by the spins.
Developing theoretical models to describe these waves in antiferromagnets is essential for predicting
their properties and guiding experimental efforts. Here, we consider the role of linear and quadratic
spin-phonon couplings (SPCs) in achieving high-order harmonics in the THz magnetization of a
gapped antiferromagnetic spin chain. A THz steady laser’s electric field indirectly drives spins via
phonons. Using spin-wave theory, mean-field theory, and the Lindblad formalism, we analyze the
resulting nonlinear dynamics. We highlight the distinct mechanisms for harmonic generation when
a phonon is coupled to the easy-plane and easy-axis of spins. Moreover, we observe that quadratic
SPC blocks odd harmonics due to invariant inversion symmetry, while linear SPC generates both
odd and even harmonics. We also investigate the effects of drive frequency, drive amplitude, phonon
damping, and spin damping on the number of harmonics. Our findings offer an alternative pathway
for developing nonlinear magnonics.

I. INTRODUCTION

The advantages of spintronic systems over electronic
counterparts are well-established across various science
and technology domains, including quantum computing
and information processing [1–3]. Antiferromagnetic spin
systems hold significant promise for advancing applica-
tions, owing to their enhanced stability and reduced en-
ergy consumption for rapid spin manipulation [4–13]. In
the realm of antiferromagnets, the investigation of high-
harmonic generation (HHG) has attracted considerable
attention, offering a potent tool for probing and manipu-
lating spin dynamics on ultrafast timescales [14–24]. Re-
cent progress in ultrafast spectroscopy and time-resolved
techniques has provided valuable insights into the intri-
cate interplay between spin, lattice (phonon), and elec-
tronic properties in antiferromagnetic materials. How-
ever, effectively probing the nonlinear spin responses in
antiferromagnetic materials using optical fields has posed
challenges, mainly due to their small magneto-optical
susceptibility [25, 26].

Spin-phonon coupling (SPC) offers a notable route
to achieve novel magnetic phases and manipulate spin
configurations in magnetic materials [27–30]. In tradi-
tional magnets, localized Einstein phonons can signifi-
cantly influence the spin-exchange interaction between
bonds [31–36]. Recent progress in pump-probe experi-
ments and optics allows for resonantly exciting various
phonon modes and investigating their effects on both
electron and spin dynamics [37–41]. Although numer-
ous studies have explored the potential of spin systems
in higher harmonic generation [34, 42–46], addressing on-
demand HHG in antiferromagnets continues to raise sev-
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eral intriguing questions that researchers are actively pur-
suing.

In this paper, we pose the question: how effectively do
the linear and nonlinear SPCs, along with the easy-plane
and the easy-axis of spin interactions, generate higher
harmonics in gapped antiferromagnetic chains with inver-
sion symmetry? To address this, in contrast to previous
research with intense THz magnetic fields [25, 47–50], we
drive the system by a weak THz electric field. We as-
sume an ideal case where the laser is perfectly periodic.
Maintaining inversion symmetry in the chain excludes
a linear coupling between the laser and the Heisenberg
spin-spin interaction S⃗ · S⃗. However, it does not exclude
a linear coupling between phonon displacement and S⃗ · S⃗
when the atomic motion has a component perpendicular
to the spin-bond (our assumption for a general geome-
try). Thus, the mechanism focuses on generating high-
order harmonics of the pump frequency through indirect
phonon-induced spin excitations [51–54]. In doing so, we
employ spin-wave theory, mean-field theory, and a Lind-
blad formalism to treat the time evolution of both spin
and phonon sectors in the presence of a quantum dissi-
pation [55, 56]. Our focus veers away from long-range
magnetic ordering, as it typically lacks stability in low-
dimensional magnets. Therefore, to make progress with
a straightforward perturbative treatment of the spin sys-
tem, we use a chain with a substantial anisotropy such
as a Sm-Fe chain in the crystal SmFeO3 [33] having both
linear and nonlinear SPCs. Our model maintains suffi-
cient generality for broader materials in realms of cold
atom physics, which has made the realization of higher-
spin quantum systems with strong anisotropy increas-
ingly plausible [57–59].

This paper is organized as follows. Section II, first,
outlines the model of a gapped antiferromagnetic spin
chain. Then, it calculates non-equilibrium magnetiza-
tion. In Sec. III, we present the main findings obtained
for different parameters, taking into account a continu-
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FIG. 1. Schematic of a driven-dissipative gapped an-
tiferromagnetic spin chain. A chain of spins, alternating
in direction, indicates antiferromagnetic ordering with easy-
plane (J) and the easy-axis (∆) interactions. Black springs
connecting the spins represent optical phonons. Damping
mechanisms, depicted as light vertical waves, connect the
spins and phonons to the environment (bath). A steady laser
field illuminates the chain, driving the phonons, and induc-
ing higher harmonics in the magnetization dynamics through
linear and quadratic spin-phonon couplings, see the text for
details.

ous wave laser. We also briefly discuss the specific mea-
surement of ultrafast magnetization in the experiment.
Finally, Sec. IV concludes the key results of the paper.

II. MODEL AND METHODS

In this section, we first depict a schematic of a driven-
dissipative gapped antiferromagnetic spin chain compris-
ing phonon and spin sectors in Fig. 1 and then model the
individual chain’s components through approximations.
Next, we calculate the magnetization dynamics.

A. Time-dependent Hamiltonian

1. Phonon and phonon-laser coupling

In the phonon sector, we consider optical phonons rep-
resented by bosonic creation and annihilation operators
a† and a, originating from lattice displacements. We as-
sume they are non-interacting zero-momentum infrared-
active optical phonons, that are described by

Hp = ωpa
†a , (1)

with energy ℏωp (we set ℏ = 1) [33, 60–63], which has
the highest phonon energy at small momenta compared
to dispersive ones.

In the phonon-laser coupling sector, we introduce the
optical phonons stimulated by the THz laser’s electric
field, described by [33, 34, 60–68]

Hlp(t) = E0 cos(ωd t)
√
N(a† + a) , (2)

where a steady laser drive is employed with amplitude
E0 and frequency ωd for the chain length of N = 2001.

Specifically, we assume that the laser is polarized along
the direction of nuclear motion, such that the electric
field maximally couples to phonon displacement. We are
primarily interested in the case where such a steady state
laser is quenched on time t = 0, for which we determine
HHG in the non-equilibrium steady state (NESS).

2. Spin and spin-phonon coupling

In the spin sector, we model an anisotropic antiferro-
magnetic spin S > 1/2 chain with Heisenberg spin-spin
interactions between two sublattices ℓ and j, that is given
by

Hs = J
∑
⟨ℓ,j⟩

[
1

2

(
S+
ℓ S−

j + S−
ℓ S+

j

)
+∆Sz

ℓS
z
j

]
, (3)

where S± = Sx ± iSy. Here, J on the order of THz rep-
resents the in-plane easy-plane exchange coupling, and
∆ > 1 (easy-axis) is the phenomenological the easy-plane
parameter. This formulation considers nearest-neighbor
interactions and approximates spins as classical vectors,
with axes in spin space rotated for sites on the down
sublattice to align with the classical Néel state [33]. We
consider the system at very low temperatures, with a low
population of excited magnons due to SPC, and employed
many sites N = 2001 (to eliminate finite-size effects) with
large spin lengths S > 1/2 for both magnetic sublattices.
In this case, the zeroth-order expansion of the Holstein-
Primakoff transformation [69] is suited for the linear
spin-wave theory, to analyze spin excitations. Thus, we
adopt the transformations Sz

ℓ = b†ℓbℓ − S, S+
ℓ ≃

√
2S bℓ,

S−
ℓ ≃

√
2S b†ℓ, Sz

j = −b†jbj + S, S+
j ≃

√
2S b†j , and

S−
j ≃

√
2S bj , where b is the bosonic operator at two

different sublattices ℓ and j. To derive the magnon dis-
persion, we diagonalize the spin Hamiltonian using the
bosonic Bogoliubov transformation bk = cosh(θk)b̃k +

sinh(θk)b̃
†
−k with sinh(2θk) = − cos(k)/

√
∆2 − cos2(k).

Consequently, we find Hs =
∑

k ωk b̃
†
k b̃k + E0, where

ωk = 2JS
√

∆2 − cos2(k) represents the magnon disper-
sion and E0 = 1

2

∑
k ωk−NJ∆(S+1) denotes the ground

state energy of magnons.
In the SPC sector, we aim to locally couple spins

to phonons on each site. While the phonon, serv-
ing as the mediator between the driving laser and the
spin system, can potentially couple with magnetic in-
teractions through various mechanisms, we consider the
Taylor expansion of photon-displacement-dependent ex-
change couplings to obtain linear and quadratic SPC.
This choice represents an approximation of the real ma-
terial. This coupling is driven by the relative oscil-
lations of sublattices, influencing both easy-plane (J)
and easy-axis (∆) interactions [33]. Hence, we employ
HJ

sp =
∑

⟨ℓ,j⟩
∑

α=x,y

[
gl(a

† + a)+gq(a
† + a)2

]
Sα
ℓ S

α
j and

H∆
sp =

∑
⟨ℓ,j⟩

[
gl∆(a† + a)+gq∆(a† + a)2

]
Sz
ℓS

z
j , where

gl (gq) represents the linear (quadratic) SPC strength.
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Notably, both SPC and spin-spin interaction terms are
even under inversion symmetry, allowing such coupling
as a second-order spin effect for nonlinear spin dynam-
ics. In various magnets, nonlinear spin dynamics origi-
nate from diverse sources. For instance, in a recent study,
we showed that linear coupling of an optical phonon to
intradimer and interdimer magnetic couplings generates
higher harmonics in a dimerized spin S = 1/2 chain [34].
In contrast, this work highlights the role of both linear
and quadratic SPCs, as well as easy-plane and easy-axis
interactions, in producing higher harmonics in a gapped
antiferromagnetic spin S > 1/2 chain. Using a mean-
field approximation to decouple spin and phonon excita-
tions [70], we obtain

HMF
sp =

[
gl√
N

⟨a† + a
〉
+

gq
N

〈
(a† + a)2

〉]
×

×
∑
k

(
Ek +Ak b̃

†
k b̃k +Bk

[
b̃k b̃−k + b̃†−k b̃

†
k

])
,

(4)
where Ak = {−4JS cos2(k)/ωk, 4JS∆2/ωk} and Bk =
{2JS∆cos(k)/ωk,−2JS∆cos(k)/ωk} stand for {easy-
plane J , the easy-axis ∆} interactions. In the above
Hamiltonian, Ek only describes the ground energy.

Here, suppose the easy-plane and easy-axis interac-
tions are combined with equal magnitude. In that case, it
will result in no spin waves due to the vanishing Bk ma-
trix element, while maintaining a finite local spin density.
Thereby, in this SPC formulation, we separately consider

the coupling of phonons to easy-plane and easy-axis in-
teractions, without explicitly considering their combined
roles in generating SPC. This model is similar to our pre-
vious work on SmFeO3 [33].

B. Nonlinear dynamics of magnetization and
high-harmonic generation

Next, we calculate the dynamics of sublattice magneti-
zation per spin by calculating the spin dynamics of each
sublattice, given by M(t) = 1

N

∑
⟨ℓ,j⟩⟨Sz

ℓ ⟩(t)− ⟨Sz
j ⟩(t) =

M0 + δM(t), where M0 = S + 1
2 − 2J∆

N

∑
k

1
ωk

and

δM(t) =
JS

2N

∑
k

[
cos(k)

ωk
Re⟨b̃†−k b̃

†
k⟩(t)−

2∆

ωk
⟨b̃†k b̃k⟩(t)

]
,

(5)
where the time evolutions of ⟨b̃†−k b̃

†
k⟩(t) and ⟨b̃†k b̃k⟩(t)

are calculated via the Lindblad quantum master equa-
tion [55, 56]: Ȯ(t) = i[H(t), O] +

∑
j γj

[
L†
jOLj −

1
2

{
L†
jLj , O

}]
(t), where H(t) = Hp+Hlp(t)+Hs+HMF

sp .

In this formalism, Lj = {a, b̃k} represents the set of time-
independent Lindblad jump operators for both phonon
and spin damping, see Fig. 1, with the decay rates of,
respectively, γj = {γp, γs} at zero temperature.

Let us derive the time evolution of observables (O),
accounting for the coupling of phonons to both the easy-
plane and the easy-axis magnetic interactions:

d

dt
⟨a† + a⟩(t) = +iωp ⟨a† − a⟩(t)− γp

2
⟨a† + a⟩(t) , (6a)

d

dt
⟨a† − a⟩(t) = +iωp⟨a† + a⟩(t) + 4igqS̃(t) ⟨a† + a⟩(t) + 2i

√
N

(
E(t) + glS̃(t)

)
− γp

2
⟨a† − a⟩(t), (6b)

d

dt
⟨a†a⟩(t) = −i

√
N

(
E(t) + glS̃(t)

)
⟨a† − a⟩(t)− 2igqS̃(t)⟨a†a† − aa⟩(t)− γp⟨a†a⟩(t) , (6c)

d

dt
⟨a†a† + aa⟩(t) = +2iωp⟨a†a† − aa⟩(t) + 4igqS̃(t) ⟨a†a† − aa⟩(t) + 2i

√
N

(
E(t) + glS̃(t)

)
⟨a† − a⟩(t)

− γp⟨a†a† + aa⟩(t) , (6d)
d

dt
⟨a†a† − aa⟩(t) = +2iωp⟨a†a† + aa⟩(t) + 4i

gq
N

S̃(t) ⟨a†a† + aa⟩(t) + 2i

(
E(t)

√
N +

gl√
N

S̃(t)

)
⟨a† + a⟩(t)

− γp⟨a†a† − aa⟩(t) , (6e)
d

dt
⟨b̃†k b̃k⟩(t) = + 2

[
gl√
N

⟨a† + a⟩(t) + gq
N

⟨(a† + a)2⟩(t)
]
BkIm⟨b̃†−k b̃

†
k⟩(t)− γs⟨b̃†k b̃k⟩(t) , (6f)

d

dt
⟨b̃†−k b̃

†
k⟩(t) = +2i

(
ωk +

[
gl√
N

⟨a† + a⟩(t) + gq
N

⟨(a† + a)2⟩(t)
]
Ak

)
⟨b̃†−k b̃

†
k⟩(t)

+ 2i

[
gl√
N

⟨a† + a⟩(t) + gq
N

⟨(a† + a)2⟩(t)
] [

⟨b̃†k b̃k⟩(t) +
N

2

]
Bk − γs⟨b̃†−k b̃

†
k⟩(t) , (6g)

The above equations are, respectively, for the phonon displacement ⟨a† + a⟩/
√
N , phonon momentum i⟨a† −
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a⟩/
√
N , phonon number ⟨a†a⟩/N , squeezed phonon dis-

placement ⟨a†a† + aa⟩/N , squeezed phonon momen-
tum i⟨a†a† − aa⟩/N , k-component of the spin density
⟨b̃†k b̃k⟩/N , and the k-component of off-diagonal spin ex-
citations (pair magnons) ⟨b̃†−k b̃

†
k⟩/N , where

S̃(t) =
1

N

∑
k

[
Ak⟨b̃†k b̃k⟩(t) +BkRe⟨b̃†−k b̃

†
k⟩(t)

]
. (7)

We solve the coupled Eqs. (6a)-(6g) numerically for
various parameter sets and then plug in the solutions of
spin excitations, ⟨b̃†−k b̃

†
k⟩(t), and spin density, ⟨b̃†k b̃k⟩(t),

to Eq. (5) to compute the magnetization dynamics. The
solutions strongly depend on the interaction-dependent
matrix elements Ak and Bk along with both SPCs.

To investigate the complex superposition of frequen-
cies (i.e., HHG) in the NESS of magnetization dynamics,
we employ the Fourier transform. We opt to subtract M0

from the total response for simplicity, allowing us to focus
on the temporal treatment of the magnetization. Accord-
ingly, the NESS driven by any frequency ω in δM(t) can
be represented by the following Fourier series:

δM(t) =
∑
m

δMmeimωt , (8)

where m ̸= 0 is the harmonic number.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

To produce the strongest nonlinear responses in our
model, we primarily consider resonant laser and phonon
frequencies, setting ωd = ωp; see Appendix A for weaker
off-resonance ωd ̸= ωp excitations. Furthermore, we se-
lect parameters in units of J (on the order of THz) ensur-
ing the achievement of a NESS and the highest number
of harmonics. These parameters are chosen to create a
finely balanced simulation where exchange interactions,
coupling effects, and damping all play significant roles in
generating harmonics, but still combined effects of linear
and quadratic SPCs overwhelmingly dominate to induce
nonlinear effects and substantial HHG spectrum.

Figure 2 shows the ultrafast (e.g., for J = 1 THz,
NESS timescale is t ≈ 47 picoseconds) dynamics of mag-
netization in an antiferromagnetic spin S > 1/2 chain,
displaying different aspects of the easy-plane and easy-
axis interactions as magnetization strongly depends on
Ak and Bk matrix elements. We observe a series of short-
and long-time dynamics oscillations. Since the easy-
axis (anisotropy) leads to highly directional spin waves,
phonon coupled to the easy-axis spins exhibits more com-
plex NESS signals than the easy-plane case. The presence
of high-harmonic components in the long-time dynamics
of magnetization is evident, suggesting that the system’s
response to laser excitation involves complex, nonlinear
processes beyond simple linear responses.

4940 4950 4960 4970 4980 4990
0

2

4
0 100 200 300 400 500

0

5

10
Easy-plane
Easy-axis

10
-3

  Phonon 
coupled to

10
-3 (a)

(b)

FIG. 2. The nonlinear dynamics of magnetization in
a gapped antiferromagnetic spin chain. (a) Short-time
dynamics capture the immediate response of magnetization
following laser excitation. (b) Long-time dynamics showcase
the evolution of magnetization over an extended duration, re-
vealing the presence of high-harmonic components or complex
signals in the NESS. The parameters used in the simulations
are ωd = ωp = J/2, gl = gq = J/4, γp = J/40, γs = J/100,
and E0 = J/50.

In general, from the time evolution of spin density
⟨b̃†k b̃k⟩ in Eq. (6f), it is apparent that the cross-talk be-
tween phonon displacement ⟨a†+a⟩, squared phonon dis-
placement ⟨(a† + a)2⟩, and spin excitation ⟨b̃†−k b̃

†
k⟩ intro-

duces nonlinearity and HHG to the magnetization. This
nonlinearity appears differently for various contributions,
including those from linear and quadratic SPCs, as well
as the easy-plane and the easy-axis interactions due to
Ak and Bk matrix elements. The cross-talk between
phonon displacement (with dominant first harmonic q1)
and magnon pairs in the NESS can be approximately
described by the following terms

⟨a† + a⟩(t) ≈ q1 cos(ωdt) , (9a)

⟨b̃†−k b̃
†
k⟩(t) ≈

∑
m̸=0

Cm cos([2m− 1]ωdt) , (9b)

where the Cm coefficients are parameter-dependent
Bessel functions of different kinds [34], which are respon-
sible for generating both odd and even higher harmonics
in the equations of motion. This has been previously cor-
roborated both numerically and analytically in a study
conducted by some of us [34]. To avoid repetition, we
omit the details here. A similar scenario can be applied
to the cross-talk between ⟨(a† + a)2⟩ and ⟨b̃†−k b̃

†
k⟩, result-

ing in only even harmonics.
Let us extract the Fourier components for the HHG in

the late-time dynamics of nonlinear magnetization across
different parameter sets. While δM(t) in Eq. (8) with an
integer subscript typically denotes a Fourier component
with real and imaginary parts, we plot the absolute value
of all these components for clarity in the following anal-
ysis.
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1010 3030

FIG. 3. Spin-phonon coupling effect on the HHG spec-
trum in nonlinear magnetization. HHG spectrum for
various SPCs for {(a),(c),(e)} easy-plane (J) and {(b),(d),(f)}
the easy-axis (∆) interactions in the NESS. Increasing the
SPCs reduces the number of harmonics, with a stronger ef-
fect observed for the easy-axis interaction. Linear (quadratic)
SPC leads to both odd and even (only even) harmonics due
to the inversion symmetrical nature of couplings. Both linear
and quadratic SPCs are essential for generating more harmon-
ics. The parameters are fixed at ωd = ωp = J/2, γp = J/20,
γs = J/100, and E0 = J/100.

We start with Fig. 3 for various SPCs, demonstrat-
ing how increasing SPCs influence the harmonic genera-
tion in a gapped antiferromagnetic spin chain. We briefly
note that for strong SPCs, we need a weaker laser elec-
tric field to establish a NESS, caused by inherent insta-
bility stemming from the competition between the drive
strength and the other set of parameters in the equa-
tions of motion, which has been verified numerically and
can be verified analytically following the same procedure
done by some of us before [34, 61, 63]. Both interac-
tions display a similar series of peaks representing har-
monics, with a more pronounced impact observed for the
easy-axis interaction. Since the laser field is considered
an external time-dependent electric field that drives the
usual matter-only constituent (lattice), we anticipate the
intensity of generated harmonics to decrease for a fixed
pump field.

The most commonly used methods for adjusting SPCs
include temperature variations, doping, pressure alter-
ations, and electrostatic gating [71–73]. Since precise
values of SPCs remain uncertain, we sweep gl and gq to
identify overarching phenomena. As the linear SPC (gl)
increases, there is a reduction in the number of harmon-

ics generated, see Figs. 3(a) and 3(b), since a strong gl
leads to nonlinear behaviors beyond perturbation theory.
This reverses the monotonic dependence of HHG strength
on SPC strength, as observed in other spin models as
well [61, 63]. As the quadratic SPC (gq) increases, the
change is negligible such that both bonds remain unaf-
fected since gq does not affect the inversion symmetry,
see Figs. 3(c) and 3(d). However, as both linear and
quadratic SPCs change, there is a noticeable change in
both intensity and number of harmonics, see Figs. 3(e)
and 3(f), meaning that the presence of both linear and
quadratic SPCs is necessary to generate more harmonics
compared to either one alone. However, this is invalid for
gl/gq ≪ 1 and gl/gq ≫ 1. This, in turn, means that the
linear SPC term dominates the response at weak driv-
ing fields, leading to strongly nonlinear effects. Above a
critical harmonic, the system reaches a saturation point
where the magnetization does not produce more harmon-
ics and this differs in various parameters.

We observe that both odd and even multiples of the
driving frequency appear in the harmonic spectrum un-
der linear SPC, while only even harmonics emerge under
quadratic SPC. Quadratic SPC results in even harmonics
due to the inversion-symmetrical nature of the interac-
tion, leading to an even inversion-symmetry in the sys-
tem’s response. This differs from linear coupling, which
can yield both even and odd harmonics depending on spe-
cific interaction characteristics. Additionally, small kinks
in the HHG spectrum are footprints of the magnon band

10
-9

10
-7

10
-5

10
-3

10
-1

1/2 1 3/2

0 5 10 15 20
10

-9

10
-7

10
-5

10
-3

10
-1

(a)

(b)

FIG. 4. Laser drive frequency effect on the HHG spec-
trum in nonlinear magnetization. HHG spectrum for
various drive frequencies ωd = ωp for (a) easy-plane (J) and
(b) the easy-axis (∆) interactions in the NESS. The dispersion
of the spin band ranges approximately from 1.325J to 2.4J
for ∆ = 1.2 in our model. Moving closer to the spin band
results in a reduction in the number of harmonics for both
types of interactions due to resonance effects. The simulation
parameters are gl = gq = J/4, γp = J/40, γs = J/100, and
E0 = J/50.
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edges. For the chosen anisotropy parameter ∆ = 1.2
throughout this paper, the magnon band disperses ap-
proximately from 1.325J to 2.4J . For instance, when
considering m = 5 for ωd = J/2 in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b)
for the linear SPC, ω = 2.5J corresponds to a frequency
near the upper edge of the one magnon band.

To better understand the dependence on material pa-
rameters, Fig. 4 depicts the evolution of harmonics un-
der the influence of various drive frequencies, while also
modifying the phonon frequency to keep the drive and
phonon in resonance. For both the easy-plane and the
easy-axis interactions, we again find a cascade of HHG.
At drive frequencies ωd = ωp = J/2 far from the spin fre-
quencies (dispersing approximately from 1.325J to 2.4J),
the laser-driven phonon and spins do not resonate, and
more harmonics can be generated. As the drive fre-
quency moves near or located in the resonance zone (for
ωd = ωp = J and 3J/2), the number of harmonics de-
creases as most of the input laser power can be absorbed
by the resonantly spin-coupled phonon and spins do not
respond nonlinearly.

It is also worth exploring the possibility of generat-
ing more harmonics with laser amplitude E0. In Fig. 5,
by applying a stronger laser field, we find that the num-
ber of harmonics is effectively increased. This is rooted
in Fermi’s golden rule, where adjusting the strength of
the driving field can effectively enhance or reduce the
system’s response within the framework of perturbation
theory. We note that the laser amplitudes obey the Lin-
demann criterion [74] to take care of the lattice melting
issue.

Finally, we focus on the behavior of the coupled sys-
tem with the damping of both spins and phonons. It is
crucial to emphasize that allowable perturbations cannot
reach arbitrarily high intensities. In the case of strong
phonon damping depicted in Figs. 6(a) and 6(b), our
simulations indicate an increase in the number of har-
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FIG. 5. Laser drive amplitude effect on the HHG spec-
trum in nonlinear magnetization. HHG spectrum for
various drive amplitudes E0 under (a) easy-plane (J) and
(b) the easy-axis (∆) interactions in the NESS. As the laser
amplitude decreases, there is a corresponding reduction in
the number of harmonics, with a more pronounced impact
observed for the easy-plane interaction. The fixed parame-
ters are ωd = ωp = J/2, gl = gq = J/4, γp = J/40, and
γs = J/100.
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FIG. 6. Phonon and spin damping effects on the HHG
in nonlinear magnetization. HHG spectrum for various
dampings γp for {(a),(c)} easy-plane (J) and {(b),(d)} the
easy-axis (∆) interactions in the NESS. In contrast to spin
damping with negligible effects on harmonics, increasing the
phonon damping increases the number of harmonics as it
brings the phonons back into resonance, allowing stronger
phonon excitation. We fix the parameters at ωd = ωp = J/2,
gl = gq = J/4, γs = J/100, and E0 = J/50.

monics in both interactions. This observation can be
explained by the direct driving of phonons by the laser.
With increased damping in the phonon sector, the effec-
tiveness of SPCs weakens, meaning that strong phonon
damping brings the phonons back into resonance, allow-
ing stronger phonon excitation, which leads to an increase
in the number of harmonics in the HHG spectrum. In
contrast, since the laser indirectly drives spins, strong
damping conditions in the spin system result in a par-
tial decoupling of spins from the lattice. As a result,
the number of harmonics remains unchanged with spin
damping, as depicted in Figs. 6(c) and 6(d). This phe-
nomenon varies across magnetic materials, depending on
the source of nonlinear effects. For instance, in a spin-1/2
chain with dimerization, the effect of both phonon and
spin dampings, though expected to be finite, are negligi-
ble [34].

Although our work focuses on the theoretical realm of
HHG in ultrafast nonlinear magnetization of a gapped
antiferromagnetic spin chain, experimental techniques
like time-resolved magneto-optical Kerr effect [75–77] and
pump-probe spectroscopy [78, 79] can be employed to
measure the magnetization dynamics of such systems. A
THz pump laser is typically required to deliver sufficient
energy to alter the magnetic properties of the sample
effectively. Additionally, the wavelength and intensity
of the pump laser must align with the absorption fea-
tures of the sample material. Through the observation
of alterations in optical properties such as reflectivity,
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transmittance, or Faraday rotation induced by magne-
tization dynamics, these methods offer valuable insights
into the ultrafast phenomena in antiferromagnetic mate-
rials. Theoretical models like the Drude-Lorentz model,
the Fresnel equations, or specific magneto-optical models
are often employed to analyze these changes.

The other experimental issue regards our choice of
laser drive, which involved an instantaneous quench of
a monochromatic drive field at time t = 0. Actual ex-
periments will always involve ramps of this intensity on
timescales that are limited by the THz field generation.
Initial simulations of such ramps indicate a propensity
to instability similar to what is found in other parts of
parameter space, but in a manner that depends on the
ramp timescale. A more detailed investigation of this
ramp dependence will be an interesting topic for future
work.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

Magnonics and spintronics research fields are currently
highly sought after since using magnetic excitations for
information transport and processing is particularly ap-
pealing. In this regard, the nonlinear dynamics of mag-
netization in antiferromagnetic spin systems hold signifi-
cant importance. The potential to trigger high-harmonic
generation in the non-equilibrium steady state of magne-
tization presents an exciting opportunity for rapid mag-
netic state switching in spintronic applications. However,
there is still a crucial need for exploring various funda-
mental mechanisms driving nonlinear spin dynamics in
antiferromagnetic materials. Among different ways to
generate higher harmonics in antiferromagnets, previous
research has suggested that THz electric fields do not in-
duce higher-order harmonic oscillations in the magnetiza-
tion of antiferromagnets at low temperatures. However,
we leverage a THz steady electric field to indirectly drive
spins via infrared-active phonons and then incorporate
both linear and quadratic spin-phonon couplings (SPCs)
to elucidate the resulting nonlinear dynamics and gener-
ate higher harmonics. In doing so, we employ a combina-
tion of spin-wave theory, mean-field theory, and Lindblad
formalism.

Multi-harmonics emerge in the ultrafast magnetization
dynamics of a gapped antiferromagnetic chain. Interest-
ingly, the presence of linear (quadratic) SPC facilitates
the generation of both odd and even (only even) harmon-
ics due to the symmetry nature of couplings. Further-
more, our findings underscore the distinct mechanisms of
harmonic generation associated with the easy-plane and
the easy-axis interactions. The outcomes of these inves-
tigations hold promise for the development of ground-
breaking spin-based devices with improved capabilities.
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Appendix A: Off-resonant laser-phonon coupling

In this Appendix, we demonstrate the effects of setting
the laser frequency ωd off-resonance with respect to the
phonon frequency ωp. Specifically, in Fig. 7, we explore
both redshift and blueshift scenarios, wherein the laser
frequency is either lower or higher than the phonon fre-
quency, respectively. In these off-resonance cases, we ob-
serve a reduction in the number of harmonics generated
and a decrease in their amplitudes compared to the res-
onance scenario where the laser frequency matches the
phonon frequency (ωd = ωp). This finding emphasizes
the significance of resonance states in maximizing the ef-
ficiency of energy transfer between the laser and phonon,
leading to enhanced nonlinear responses in the system.
Although in the off-resonance regime, a stronger electric
field might yield additional harmonics, we stick to the
resonance case throughout the paper.
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FIG. 7. Off-resonant laser-phonon coupling effect on
the HHG in nonlinear magnetization. HHG spectrum
for off-resonant laser-phonon coupling under (a) easy-plane
(J) and (b) the easy-axis (∆) interactions in the NESS. With
both redshift and blueshift scenarios, there is a corresponding
reduction in the number and amplitude of harmonics. The
fixed parameters are ωd = ωp = J/2, gl = gq = J/4, γp =
J/40, γs = J/100, and E0 = J/100.
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