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The development of laser science and technology have stimulated the study of condensed matter
physics, especially, dynamical or non-equilibrium nature in solids. The laser technique in terahertz
(THz) regime, whose photon energy is comparable to those of typical collective modes in solids such
as magnetic excitations, phonons, etc., has remarkably proceeded in the last decade. Theoretical
tools for non-equilibrium states have also progressed. Thanks to these backgrounds, magneto-optics,
especially, the study of controlling magnetism with laser, now enters a new stage. For such controls,
Floquet engineering is a key concept, which means the method of controlling static properties
of targets with high-frequency external fields like laser. I review the theoretical foundation of
Floquet engineering and its application to magnetic insulators. Basic magnetic quantities such as
magnetization, spin chirality, and spin current are shown to be controlled with intense THz laser or
wave.
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INTRODUCTION

Laser science and technology have continuously developed in the last decades. The application of
laser to solids is being one of the hottest topics in condensed-matter physics. If we apply intense laser
to materials, their quantum states quickly change into a non-equilibrium one and we can observe non-
equilibrium or relaxation dynamics, nonlinear responses to the intense AC field, ultrafast change of
physical quantities, etc. In recent years, the significant development of terahertz (THz) laser science in
the range of ∼0.1-10 THz [1–4] (THz=1012Hz) has accelerated the study of ultrafast control of magnetism
with THz laser because its photon energy is comparable to the energy of magnetic excitations, especially,
those of antiferromagnets [5]. The maximum intensity of currently available THz laser has attained
the electric-field amplitude 1-10 [MV/cm] which corresponds to a few Tesla of the AC magnetic field
amplitude. In addition to THz laser science, the magnetic resonance study with THz or gigahertz (GHz)
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waves (10GHz − 1.0THz) have been long investigated [6, 7] (GHz=109Hz). The control of magnetism with
laser or electromagnetic wave [5, 8] has also gathered much attention as a large branch of spintronics [9].
Recently, several theoretical methods for non-equilibrium systems have also developed, and they have

gradually become widespread in broad fields of condensed-matter physics. Non-equilibrium Green’s
function method [10–14], approaches based on quantum master equation [15–19], and Floquet theory [20–
23] are representative of them. These techniques have a high potential to capture different aspects of
laser-driven non-equilibrium dynamics. In fact, with such methods, I and collaborators have theoretically
explored/proposed several ways of controlling physical properties of materials, especially, focusing on
magnetic systems [24–32].
Among studies for laser-driven phenomena, the concept “Floquet engineering” has been an important

keyword and provided us various research directions. This terminology stands for controlling physical
(especially static) properties of target systems by applying an AC field whose frequency (photon energy)
is much higher than the energy scale of the systems. Excitations or quasi particles of focused systems
cannot be directly coupled to such a high-frequency AC field, but it is known that static or low-frequency
properties of the systems can be changed through the nonlinear effects of the AC field. This effect is
theoretically formulated by Floquet theorem and related techniques developed in recent years [20–23].
In this Chapter, I would like to review the theoretical basis of Floquet engineering and its application

to simple, realistic magnetic systems. I will explain that basic magnetic quantities such as magnetization,
spin chirality, and spin current can be controlled by application of intense THz laser or wave to magnets.

FLOQUET ENGINEERING

This section is devoted to the explanation about the theoretical basis of Floquet engineering [20–
23]. As I mentioned, Floquet engineering means creating non-equilibrium states with desirable (static)
physical properties by periodically driving (i.e., by applying an external AC field to) a material. This
concept stems from Floquet theorem, and so I start from the explanation about the theorem. Then I will
derive the Floquet effective Hamiltonian through so-called high-frequency (Floquet-Magnus) expansion.
The effective Hamiltonian is the most important instrument in Floquet engineering from its conceptual
viewpoint, and it describes slow dynamics of the driven system. Finally, I will state some remarks on the
physical meaning of Floquet Hamiltonian.
As one will see soon later, the Floquet theory based on Floquet theorem assumes that (i) the external

AC field is treated as a classical number (not operator) in the Hamiltonian considered, and (ii) the driven
system is decoupled to any environment, i.e., we consider “isolated” quantum systems. The assumption
(i) might be sometimes justified. For instance, if the intensity of applied laser is large enough, its AC
electric and magnetic fields can be approximated by classical external fields. The condition (ii) is too
ideal, especially, if we consider usual materials such as solids, liquids, and gases. However, as I will explain
below, the ideal conditions (i) and (ii) enable us to reveal a clear, simple picture of Floquet engineering.
The engineering in dissipative driven systems [14, 15, 19] is a front line of the non-equilibrium physics.

Floquet Theorem

Floquet theorem is an old mathematical result for a class of linear differential equations with a time
periodic term, but in the field of physics, it has been recognized as a theorem for Schrødinger equation
(i.e., equation of motion) for periodically-driven quantum systems. Following this convention, I will prove
Floquet theorem for quantum systems in this subsection. Hereafter, I will often use the unit of h̄ = 1.
The statement of Floquet theorem is as follows. We start from the time-dependent Schrødinger equation

for a periodically driven quantum system

i
∂

∂t
Ψ(t) = Ĥ(t)Ψ(t). (1)
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Here, we assume that the Hamiltonian Ĥ(t) is time periodic, Ĥ(t + T ) = Ĥ(t), where T = 2π/ω is the
period and ω is the (angular) frequency. If we focus on a system driven by laser or electromagnetic wave,
ω is the laser frequency. For this driven quantum system, the theorem shows that the solution of Eq. (1)
is given by

Ψ(t) = exp(−iǫt)Φ(t), (2)

where the “wave function” Φ(t) is a periodic one satisfying Φ(t + T ) = Φ(t) and the real number ǫ is
called Floquet quasi energy. Namely, Floquet theorem states that the solution of Schrødinger equation
for a periodically driven system is given by the product of a plane wave e−iǫt (i.e., solution of vacuum)
and a periodic function Φ(t). In this sense, Floquet theorem can be viewed as the time version of Bloch
theorem (See, e.g., Refs. [33, 34]) for spatially-periodic quantum systems.
Let us prove the above statement. We define the one-cycle time-evolution operator as

Û(t+ T, t) ≡ T
[

exp
(

−
i

h̄

∫ t+T

t

dτĤ(τ)
)]

, (3)

where the symbol T denotes time-ordered product. From the periodicity of the Hamiltonian, Û(t+T, t) =
Û(t+ (n+ 1)T, t+ nT ) for n ∈ Z. If Û(t+ T, t) acts on i∂tΨ(t) = Ĥ(t)Ψ(t) from the left in both sides,
we obtain i∂tΨ(t+ T ) = Ĥ(t+ T )Ψ(t+ T ) = Ĥ(t)Ψ(t+ T ). That is, Ψ(t) and Ψ(t+ T ) both satisfy the
same Schrødinger equation. Therefore, for a solution Ψ(t), there always exists another solution Ψ(t+ T )
which is proportional to Ψ(t): Ψ(t+ T ) = cT (t)Ψ(t). The coefficient cT (t) is regarded as the eigenvalue
of Û(t+ T, t). Namely, we have

Û(t+ T, t)Ψ(t) = cT (t)Ψ(t). (4)

Since Û(t+ T, t) is unitary, its eigenvalue cT (t) is just a phase factor, |cT (t)| = 1.
First, I show that cT (t) is t-independent (cT (t) = cT ), i.e., a time-evolved state Ψ(t′) = Û(t′, t)Ψ(t)

with any t′ is also the eigenstate of Û(t′ + T, t′) with the same eigenvalue cT . To this end, let us
make Û(t, t′)Û(t′, t) = 1̂ act on Eq. (4) from the left side. The left hand side is calculated as
Û(t, t′)Û(t′, t)Û(t + T, t)Ψ(t) = Û(t, t′)Û(t′ + T, t + T )Û(t + T, t)Ψ(t) = Û(t, t′)Û(t′ + T, t)Ψ(t) =
Û(t, t′)Û(t′ + T, t′)Ψ(t′), where we have used the relation Û(t′, t) = Û(t′ + T, t+ T ). The right hand side
is done as Û(t, t′)Û(t′, t)cT (t)Ψ(t) = cT (t)Û (t, t′)Ψ(t′). If we further multiply both the sides by Û(t′, t),
then we obtain

Û(t′ + T, t′)Ψ(t′) = cT (t)Ψ(t′). (5)

Equations (4) and (5) reveal that cT (t) is independent of t.
Next, let us turn to the remaining part, the proof of cT = e−iǫT . Thanks to the periodicity of

Ĥ(t + T ) = Ĥ(t), the Hamiltonian and the one-cycle time-evolution operator Û(t + T, t) commute
with each other: [Û(t + T, t), Ĥ(t)] = 0, which means that Ĥ(t) and Û(t + T, t) can be simultaneously
diagonalized. Moreover, the operator Û(t+ T, t) follows the relation,

Û(t+ (m+ n)T, t+mT )Û(t+mT, t) = Û(t+mT, t)Û(t+ (m+ n)T, t+mT )

= Û(t+ T, t)m+n

= Û(t+ (m+ n)T, t). (6)

This means that the eigenvalue cT of Û(t+T, t) satisfies cnT cmT = cmT cnT = c(m+n)T = cm+n
T . Therefore,

to realize this equality, cT has to be exponential, that is, cT = e−iǫT . Combining this eigenvalue and the
nature of simultaneous diagonalization, we can say that the solution Ψ(t) follows

Ψ(t+ T ) = e−iǫTΨ(t). (7)

If we introduce Φ(t) = eiǫtΨ(t), Φ(t) is shown to be a periodic function as follows:

Φ(t+ T ) = eiǫ(t+T )Ψ(t+ T ) = eiǫ(t+T )e−iǫTΨ(t) = eiǫtΨ(t) = Φ(t). (8)

We thereby arrive at Eq. (2).
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Discretized Fourier Transformation and Matrix Form of Schrødinger Equation

Bloch theorem for solid crystals leads to their electron band structure [33, 34]. Following a similar
manner, I here show that a generalized eigenvalue problem appears by applying Floquet theorem to
periodically-driven systems. It tells us a basic physical picture of the driven systems.
The periodicity of Ĥ(t + T ) = Ĥ(t) and Φ(t + T ) = Φ(t) indicate that Ĥ(t) and Φ(t) can both be

Fourier-transformed along time direction in a discretized way. We define their Fourier transforms as

Ĥ(t) =
∑

m∈Z

e−imωtĤm, Φ(t) =
∑

m∈Z

e−imωtΦm. (9)

The inverse transformation is given by

Ĥm = T−1

∫ T

0

dt eimωtĤ(t), Φm = T−1

∫ T

0

dt eimωtΦ(t). (10)

Substituting these and Eq. (2) into the Schrødinger equation, we obtain the following generalized eigen-
value problem for {Ĥm} and {Φm}:

∑

n∈Z

(Ĥm+n −mωδm,n)Φn = ǫΦm. (11)

Therefore, with the set of Hamiltonians {Ĥm}, we can compute the wave functions {Φm} and the corre-
sponding quasi energy ǫ (i.e., eigenvalue) in principle. Since the real number ǫ is introduced in the form
of e−iǫT , its physical relevant range is ristricted in the “Brillouin” zone −πh̄

T
= − h̄ω

2 ≤ ǫ < h̄ω
2 = πh̄

T

like crystal momentum k in solids. Due to this periodicity, ǫ is called quasi energy. We emphasize that
Eq. (11) does not explicitly depend on time t, and in that sense, it may be called a static eigenvalue
equation.
In order to more deeply understand this static equation, let us re-write it in a matrix form. Equa-

tion (11) can be expressed as
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. . .
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· · · Ĥ0 − 2h̄ω Ĥ1 Ĥ2 Ĥ3 · · ·

· · · Ĥ−1 Ĥ0 − h̄ω Ĥ1 Ĥ2 Ĥ3 · · ·

· · · Ĥ−2 Ĥ−1 Ĥ0 Ĥ1 Ĥ2 · · ·

· · · Ĥ−3 Ĥ−2 Ĥ−1 Ĥ0 + h̄ω Ĥ1 · · ·
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Φ−1

Φ−2

...

























. (12)

Here we have explicitly restored the symbol h̄. The wave function Φn on each line is a vector living in
a Hilbert space whose width is the same as that of the original driven system. An image of this matrix
representation is given in Fig. 1. We can obtain an intuitive picture of the eigenvalue equation (12), i.e.,
Eq. (11) if the external AC field is viewed as laser with photon energy h̄ω. From the diagonal components
of Eq. (12), we find that the energy decreases (increases) by h̄ω whenever one goes up (down) the lines one
by one. Therefore, {· · · ,Φ−2,Φ−1,Φ0,Φ1,Φ2, · · · } may be viewed as wave functions in subspaces with
different photon numbers {· · · , 2, 1, 0,−1,−2, · · · }, respectively. The diagonal part of the subspace with

photon number n is given by Ĥ0+nh̄ω, where Ĥ0 = T−1
∫ T

0 dtĤ(t) is the time averaged Hamiltonian. On

the other hand, from the off-diagonal part of Eq. (12), we see that Ĥ±n (n 6= 0) connects two subspaces
whose difference of photon numbers is n.
In summary, Floquet theorem enables us to exactly map a non-equilibrium quantum system with

periodic driving to a “static” eigenvalue problem, Eq. (11) or (12). As well known, various theoretical
tools have been developed to analyze static many-body (eigenvalue) problems thanks to the long history
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FIG. 1. Images of a periodically driven quantum system and the mapped static system through Floquet (Fourier)
transform.

of equilibrium statistical and condensed-matter physics (See e.g., Refs. [35, 36]). In this sense, Floquet
theory makes a periodically-driven system transformed to an easier problem. However, we note that
instead of the emergent static nature, a new index n (photon number) appears, and it means that the
“spatial” dimension increases by unity if the direction of n is viewed as a new spatial axis.

Floquet-Magnus Expansion and Floquet Hamiltonian

It is known that one can compute an effective static Hamiltonian (called Floquet Hamiltonian) [37, 38]
acting on the original space of the Schrødinger equation (1) from the eigenvalue equation (11) or (12). The
approximation is based on the power series expansion of 1/ω. There are several sorts of the expansions
and they are related with each other [39]. In general, they are called Floquet-Magnus (high-frequency)
expansion.

Here, I explain one of the expansion methods which is based on degenerate perturbation theory, by
making use of the matrix representation (12) and Fig. 1. Since the bra-ket notation is generally useful
for the perturbation calculation, we re-write wave functions Φn and Ψ(t) as |Φn〉 and |Ψ(t)〉, respectively,
in this subsection. We consider the case where the photon energy h̄ω is sufficiently larger than other
energy scales (i.e., all the eigenvalues of {Ĥn}). In this condition, the “distance” h̄ω between neighboring
subspaces is large enough and therefore the averaged Hamiltonian Ĥ0 and Fourier components Ĥ±n

(n 6= 0) connecting different subspaces may be viewed as the perturbation with respect to the the
diagonal photon energies diag(· · · , 2h̄ω, h̄ω, , 0,−h̄ω,−2h̄ω, · · · ).

Below, I will construct the effective Hamiltonian for a subspace with a fixed photon number. Hereafter,
we call the subspace with photon number n as nth subspace, and ignore the unperturbed photon energies
nh̄ω since they are just constants. In fact, owing to periodicity of the quasi energy ǫ, we arrive at the
same effective Hamiltonian in each subspace with photon number n, expect for the constant nh̄ω. We
define the orthonormal basis {|Φ−n〉j} (j = 1, 2, · · · , d) for nth subspace, where d is the dimension of
the subspace. Let us introduce the photon-number state |n〉 that is convenient for the perturbation
calculation. With it, the projection operator P̂−n to the nth subspace may be expressed as P̂−n =
∑d

j=1 |Φ−n〉jj〈Φ−n| = |n〉〈n|×
∑d

j=1 |Φ〉jj〈Φ|. The basis |Φ〉j is common to all the subspaces and in that

sense, two projection operators P̂−n and P̂−m (n 6= m) are equal to each other, P̂−n ∼ P̂−m, except for
their photon states. Similarly, the averaged Hamiltonian Ĥ0 in the diagonal part of Eq. (12) should be
represented as Ĥ0|n〉〈n|, and Ĥm(m 6= 0) connecting nth and (n+m)th subspaces as Ĥm|n+m〉〈n|. One
can perform the perturbation calculation utilizing these instruments.

The first-order Hamiltonian is equivalent to putting the perturbation term between the projection
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operator. Therefore, we obtain

Ĥ(1) ≡ P̂−nĤ0P̂−n = Ĥ0. (13)

Fourier components Ĥn6=0 all disappear due to the sandwich of P̂−n. We also note that
∑d

j=1 |Φ〉jj〈Φ| is
unity when we focus on a subspace with a fixed photon number. Following the standard formula of the
second-order perturbation, we write down the second-order term as

Ĥ(2) = P̂−n

∞
∑

m=1

(

∑

j

Ĥ+m|Φ−(n+m)〉jj〈Φ−(n+m)|Ĥ−m

nh̄ω − (n+m)h̄ω

+
∑

j

Ĥ−m|Φ−(n−m)〉j j〈Φ−(n−m)|Ĥ+m

nh̄ω − (n−m)h̄ω

)

P̂−n (14)

The projection operator P̂−(n±m) in the intermediate process is also viewed as unity except for the photon
bra-ket |n±m〉〈n±m|. Therefore, we arrive at

Ĥ(2) = P̂−n

∞
∑

m=1

(

−
Ĥ+mĤ−m

mh̄ω
+

Ĥ−mĤ+m

mh̄ω

)

P̂−n = −

∞
∑

m=1

[Ĥ+m, Ĥ−m]

mh̄ω
. (15)

Namely, the second-order Hamiltonian is given by the sum of commutators between two off-diagonal
terms Ĥ±m.
Up to the second-order terms, the effective Hamiltonian (Floquet Hamiltonian) is

Ĥeff = Ĥ0 −

∞
∑

m=1

[Ĥ+m, Ĥ−m]

mh̄ω
+O

(

(h̄ω)−2
)

. (16)

The first term is the time averaged Hamiltonian and often identified with that before applying the
external AC field. The second and higher-order terms with power of 1/ω emerge only when the AC
field is applied. The formula (16) indicates that these AC-field-driven terms can be controlled by tuning
kinds, wave forms, and frequency ω of the AC field. That is, the Hamiltonian can be desirably changed
by applying a high-frequency AC field in a clever way. This statement gives contrast to a stereotype idea
that the Hamiltonian is fixed for each material. Equation (16) clearly shows the basic idea of Floquet
engineering. In principle, we can compute higher-order terms by continuing the degenerate perturbation
theory. For instance, the third-order term [39] is

Ĥ(3) =

∞
∑

m=−∞
(m 6=0)

[[Ĥ−m, Ĥ0], Ĥm]

2m2(h̄ω)2
+

∞
∑

m=−∞
(m 6=0)

∞
∑

n=−∞
(n6=0,m)

[[Ĥ−m, Ĥm−n], Ĥn]

3mn(h̄ω)2
. (17)

Before ending this subsection, we shortly comment on another expansion method [20–23, 39]. The
eigenvalue of Eq. (12) is the quasi energy ǫ, and (as we already mentioned) it is defined in the eigenvalue
of the one-cycle time evolution operator Û(t + T, t) as e−iǫT . From these facts, the static Floquet
Hamiltonian Ĥeff may seem to be defined as

exp
(

−iĤeffT
)

= T
[

exp
(

−
i

h̄

∫ T

0

dτĤ(τ)
)]

= Û(T, 0). (18)

If the phase factor of the right hand side can be expanded with respect to power of 1/ω, we obtain
the series expansion formula of Ĥeff . It is known that if the time evolution operator is assumed to be
decomposed in the following form, one can compute the expanded form of the effective Hamiltonian:

Û(t2, t1) = exp
(

−iĜ(t2)
)

exp
[

− iĤ (t2 − t1)
]

exp
(

iĜ(t1)
)

. (19)
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Here, Ĝ(t) is a periodic operator Ĝ(t) = Ĝ(t+ T ), and the exponential exp
(

±iĜ(t)
)

describes the high-

frequency fluctuation in one cycle T . Ĝ(t) is called kick operator or micro-motion operator. On the
other hand, Ĥ is the time-independent operator describing the slow dynamics longer than the period T .
Generally, Ĥ depends on the initial time t1, but the t1 dependence is eliminated under the condition that

Ĝ(t) satisfies
∫ T

0 dtĜ(t) = 0. In this case, the high-frequency expansion of Ĥ is shown to be equal to that

of Ĥeff in Eq. (16). Similarly, the kick operator can be expanded as Ĝ(t) =
∑

n=1 G
(n). The lower-order

terms are given by

iĜ(1)(t) = −

∞
∑

m=−∞
(m 6=0)

Ĥm

mh̄ω
e−imωt (20)

iĜ(2)(t) =

∞
∑

m=−∞
(m 6=0)

[Ĥm, Ĥ0]

m2(h̄ω)2
e−imωt +

∞
∑

m=−∞
(m 6=0)

∞
∑

n=−∞
(n6=0,m)

[Ĥn, Ĥm−n]

2mn(h̄ω)2
e−imωt (21)

Physical Meaning of Floquet Hamiltonian

In the previous subsection, I explained that the static Floquet Hamiltonian Ĥeff of Eq. (16) is computed
through the Floquet-Magnum high-frequency expansion. What can we understand from Ĥeff? One might
expect that thermal equilibrium or ground states of the “Hamiltonian” Ĥeff is realized by continuously
applying an AC field. However, such a naive expectation is not correct. Below, I will comment on a few
important results related with the Floquet Hamiltonian Ĥeff , focusing mainly on many-body systems.

: [Short time behavior] When one applies the expansion formulas of Ĥeff and Ĝ(t) to a periodically-
driven system, the Floquet-Magnus expansion should be terminated at a certain order in a practical
sense. If we focus on a small finite-size system, the expansion is often well-defined. On the other
hand, it is known that if we consider a wide class of locally-interacting many-body systems, their
Floquet-Magnus expansion is usually of an asymptotic-expansion type like the perturbation expan-
sion of quantum field theories. Let us define a truncated Floquet Hamiltonian as Ĥq ≡

∑q

k=0 Ĥ
(k).

The following statements about Ĥq have been theoretically shown for locally interacting many-body
systems [40, 41]. (i) There is an optimal number q = q0 ∝ h̄ω/G which is the best truncation order
of the Floquet-Magnus expansion. Here, G is the typical local energy scale of the system including
the coupling between the system and AC field. (ii) Ĥq<q0 behaves as an almost conserved quantity
during a short time τ1 ∼ exp[O(h̄ω/G)]T from the beginning of application of AC field. (iii) During
a short time τ2 ≪ τ1, the time evolution operator can be approximated as

Û(t2, t1) ≈ exp
[

− iĤq<q0 (t2 − t1)
]

. (22)

as long as we focus on the slow dynamics longer than the period T . These statements indicate that
Ĥq<q0 is considered as the Hamiltonian for describing the time evolution at least within a short
time. If we attach a truncated kick operator Gp(t) =

∑p

n=1 G
(n) to Eq. (22), a more accurate

short-time evolution operator is given by

Û(t2, t1) ≈ exp
(

iĜp(t2)
)

exp
[

− iĤq<q0 (t2 − t1)
]

exp
(

iĜp(t1)
)

. (23)

From these arguments, the truncated Floquet Hamiltonian is physically relevant in a short time.

: [Heating effect] In the present Floquet-theory formalism, we consider isolated (closed) quantum sys-
tems decoupled to any environment. It is believed that if we apply an intense AC field to such a
closed system for a long time, the system is eventually heated up, except for a class of toy models
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including integrable systems. In fact, this feature is confirmed by theoretical studies for some
concrete models driven by AC fields [42, 43]. This result seems to be very natural because if a
crystal is irradiated by laser, it is generally heated and sometimes evaporates. Namely, everyone
knows that the heating effect of applied laser is usually unavoidable. We also note that the heating
effect of AC fields is consistent with the above theoretical results (i)-(iii), because the results in-
dicate that a long-time Floquet engineering is generally impossible if we consider an isolated system.

: [Efficient engineering] The form of the Floquet Hamiltonian (16) tells us that the dimensionless
expansion parameter is roughly given by A/(h̄ω), where A is the typical energy scale of the local
interaction between the system and the AC field. In order to enhance the accuracy of predictions
from the Floquet Hamiltonian truncated at a low order, one should increase AC-field frequency
ω or decrease the coupling strength A (i.e., tuning the value of A/(h̄ω)). On the other hand, for
a small value of A/(h̄ω), AC-field driven low-order terms such as Ĥ(0), Ĥ(1), and Ĥ(2) are also
weak. Namely, the change of physical quantities via Floquet engineering is quite small for a small
A/(h̄ω). Therefore, one should take a moderate value of A/(h̄ω) to perform Floquet engineering
in an efficient manner (although the Floquet Hamiltonian gradually becomes invalid with increase
of A/(h̄ω)). The requirement of a large A is quite natural because the Floquet engineering is a
typical nonlinear phenomenon driven by a strong AC field. As I will mention in the next section,
it is not easy to increase A if one use laser or electromagnetic wave as the driving field of Floquet
engineering.

From these statements, we see that the present Floquet theory can correctly predict the short-time
behavior when we consider isolated periodically driven many-body systems. For a long-time driving, the
systems are generally heated and the Floquet theory does not work well. However, I emphasize that the
forms of low-order terms such as Ĥ(0), Ĥ(1), and Ĥ(2) are very important to qualitatively understand
which kinds of quantities can be controlled by an AC field. A more quantitative computation beyond
Floquet Hamiltonian (e.g., numerical analysis) is often necessary to more accurately predict the values
and time evolution of AC-field driven quantities, but finding set of possible engineering observables is the
most fundamental process to propose a novel Floquet engineering.

LASER AND TYPICAL EXCITATIONS IN SOLIDS

Some parts of theoretical proposals for Floquet engineering have been experimentally realized by using
cold-atom systems [21, 22] in which one can prepare nearly isolated (closed) quantum systems in a few
(sub-)seconds. It means that Floquet engineering in cold-atom systems has already grown to a certain
degree, while that in materials still offers various open issues. Therefore, now is the time to develop
theories and experiments for Floquet engineering in usual materials such as solids, liquids, and gases.
Use of usual materials has the advantage compared with cold atoms. For instance, the lifetime of materials
may be considered as infinity, and thereby one can repeatedly perform Floquet-engineering process with
single material. Floquet engineering in materials can be done in a table-top manner by applying a
suitable AC field while that in cold atoms requires application of many sorts of tuned lasers together with
atom-trapping techniques.

As I mentioned in Introduction, I will review a few examples of the Floquet engineering in solid
crystals in the next section. A typical high-frequency field for solids is electromagnetic wave or laser
beams. Therefore, the information about currently-available laser and excitations in solids is important.
Below I discuss it from a quantitative viewpoint.

Figure 2 depicts typical excitations (quasi particles) of solids in a wide range of laser frequency (pho-
ton energy). Magnetic (electron spin) excitations in solids are usually distributed from 1 GHz to 10
THz. Nuclear spin dynamics is much slower than electron spin motion and nuclear magnetic resonance
(NMR) [6] is usually done in a megahertz (MHz=106Hz) range. Phonons (lattice vibration) and molec-
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FIG. 2. Typical excitations in solids and their typical frequency (energy scales) in a wide frequency range of
electromagnetic wave.

ular oscillations are located from 1 THz to infrared wave (∼ 100 THz). Electron charge excitations are
around the visible-light regime (0.1− 10 petahertz (PHz=1015Hz)) in both band and Mott insulators.

Electromagnetic waves and quasi-particle dynamics in MHz and GHz (low-frequency) range have been
widely used in electronics and spintronics [9]. In this low-frequency regime, it is difficult to create
intense coherent waves like laser beams (although there exists maser technique), and instead various
methods of generating electromagnetic waves have been established. For instance, Gunn diode has been
often used to create micro waves for electron spin resonance (ESR) experiments. Techniques based on
electromagnetic induction have been often used in NMR. On the other hand, the high-frequency waves
including infrared, visible and ultraviolet light and the corresponding high-energy excitations in solids
(various charge excitations) have been central instruments in the research of photo science, optics, and
magneto-optics [8]. In the high-frequency regime, several methods of creating laser beams have been
established.

The laser science and technology in THz range (0.1-10THz), which is located between the frequen-
cies used in electronics (spintronics) and optics (photo science), have massively proceeded in the last
decades [1–5]. As shown in Fig. 2, their photon energy is comparable to the collective modes in solids like
magnetic excitations, phonons, molecular oscillations, Higgs modes in superconductors, etc. Therefore
we can now directly control these modes in ultrafast ways with intense laser. The intensity of THz laser
is still weaker than those of higher-frequency laser, but methods of controlling both intensity and shape
of THz waves have been continuously developed. In fact, non-equilibrium magnetic phenomena induced
by THz laser or wave have been actively investigated in various experimental groups [2, 44–49]. As every
one well knows, the strongest light-matter coupling is the interaction between electric charge and electric
field. Thus so far charge dynamics in metals and semiconductors has been the central target in photo
physics and optics. However, thanks to the development of THz laser science, non-equilibrium magnetic
phenomena induced by direct spin-light couplings have joined in photo science [5, 8].

Usually, laser beams stand for the strong, coherent electromagnetic wave propagating for a long time.
Such a beam is called continuous wave (CW). In addition to CW, laser pulses with a short-time Gaussian
envelop curve have been intensively studied, especially, in condensed-matter physics. A few cycle, one-
cycle and half cycle pulses have been often utilized in the study of photo science. Particularly, as I said,
since it is difficult to make the intensity of THz laser strong compared to the other lasers, the pulse
techniques have been often used to create intense THz laser pulse. This is very important to generate
nonlinear laser-driven phenomena including Floquet engineering in the THz range (0.1-10THz). On the
other hand, the Floquet theory discussed in Sec. is reliable for systems driven by CW. One thereby
carefully apply the Floquet approach to theoretically study Floquet engineering in pulse-driven systems.
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TABLE I. Properties of electromagnetic wave (or laser) with 1[MV/cm]. c is speed of light.

Electric field of electromagnetic wave E0 =1MV/cm

Magnetic flux density, B0 = E0/c 0.33T
Energy flux, I 1.3×109 W/cm2=1.3

GW/cm2

TABLE II. Electromagnetic waves with frequencies 1GHz and 1THz and related physical quantities. Symbols of
kB, g = 2, µB, c, e, and aB are respectively Boltzmann constant, electron g factor in vacuum, Bohr magneton,
speed of light, elementary charge, and Bohr radius.

Electromagnetic wave 1THz 1GHz

Frequency, ω/(2π) 1012 Hz 109 Hz
Photon energy, h̄ω 4.1meV 4.1µeV
Temperature, T = h̄ω/kB 48K 48mK
Magnetic flux density, B0 = h̄ω/gµB 36T 36mT
Electric field (vol. 1), E1 = cB0 107MV/cm 107 kV/cm
Electric field (vol. 2), E2 = h̄ω/(eaB) 0.8MV/cm 0.8 kV/cm

The laser intensity of 1 [MV/cm] may be viewed as a reference value for observing nonlinear photo-
induced phenomena, and the corresponding amplitude of the AC magnetic field is ∼ 0.3 Tesla. See
Table I. Let us here reminder that 1 [MV/cm]=0.1 [V/nm], Bohr radius aB = 0.0529nm, and the energy
levels of a hydrogen atom are given by −13.6/n2[eV] (n = 1, 2, 3, · · · is the quantum number). Therefore,
1 [MV/cm] of electric field in an atomic size or lattice spacing of crystals (∼1nm) is the same as about
10 % of a typical energy gap between neighboring atomic levels. In addition, since typical strength of
exchange interactions in magnetic insulators is 10-100 Tesla, the magnetic field of 0.3 Tesla is the order
of 1-10 % of typical exchange interactions. I note that intensities of external electromagnetic waves used
in usual condensed-matter experiments are quite smaller than 1 [MV/cm] and 1 Tesla. Such a weak field
is sufficient to observe linear responses of materials, but is not enough to do Floquet engineering. In
the range of infrared and visible light, it is relatively easy to generate strong laser with intensity 1.0-10
[MV/cm], while such a strong laser in THz range is created only in the pulse form [1–4]. One should also
note that (i) if we apply a strong CW beam with more than 10 [MV/cm] to crystals, most of them burn
or evaporate, and (ii) the strength of external electric field usually become weaken in materials due to
the relative permittivity.

I summarize frequencies of electromagnetic wave and related physical quantities (electric and magnetic
fields) in Tables I and II. We have to carefully consider these values of electromagnetic waves, when
we propose a realistic set up of Floquet engineering with a moderate value of A/(h̄ω) (See Sec. ). For
example, if magnetic excitations are located in the range of 0.1-1 THz in a magnet considered, visible
light is not suitable to perform the Floquet engineering through the spin-light coupling since A/(h̄ω)
(See Sec. ) is too small. Instead, an intense laser with frequency of 2-3 THz would be better for the
engineering.

Finally, I comment on wave length and spatial distribution of laser beams. Usually, the diffraction
limit of electromagnetic wave is the order of its wave length. It is generally difficult to spatially focus
laser beams beyond their diffraction length. For instance, 1THz wave has the wave length of ∼300[µm]
which is much larger than lattice spacing of crystals. Therefore, AC electric or magnetic fields of low-
frequency coherent waves can be viewed as spatially uniform AC fields for electrons in solids. In other
words, it is hard to introduce a microscopic spatial modulation in the THz range. However, in recent
years, techniques based on meta-material and plasmonics [50, 51] have made possible to tightly focus
AC fields beyond their diffraction limit. With these methods, it gradually becomes possible to create
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spatially modulated THz waves in micro- to nano-scales [27, 51, 52].

FLOQUET ENGINEERING IN MAGNETS

In this section, I review two proposals of Floquet engineering in magnetic insulators (quantum spin
systems). Inverse Faraday effect in spin-orbit (SO) coupled electron systems [53], dynamical localiza-
tion [54–57], and Floquet topological insulators [58–61] are named as representative phenomena of Flo-
quet engineering in solids. Particularly, the prediction of Floquet topological insulators have triggered
the popularization of Floquet engineering in broad condensed-matter fields. Since this prediction, plenty
of Floquet theories for electron or quasi-particle systems have been proposed.
On the other hand, since the spin-light coupling is generally much weaker than the charge-light one,

Floquet engineering in magnets had not been developed well. However, as I discussed in Sec. , THz laser
science has strikingly grown and we can use intense THz laser pulses, which can be used to perform
the Floquet engineering with spin-light couplings. I will explain theories for the inverse Faraday effect
(ultrafast control of magnetization) with THz laser and ultrafast control of Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM)
interaction [62–64] in a class of multiferroic systems [65–67], respectively, in Sec. and .

Inverse Faraday Effect by THz Laser

In this subsection, I consider a wide class of standard magnetic insulators (quantum spin systems) [24,
68]. As I discussed in Sec. , magnetic excitations are distributed from 1 GHz to 10 THz, and thereby THz
laser or wave are suitable for their Floquet engineering. I concentrate on a generic quantum spin model
under the application of a static magnetic field and a circularly polarized wave, whose Hamiltonian (See
Fig. 3) is given by

Ĥmag(t) = Ĥmag −B · Ŝtot −B(t) · Ŝtot. (24)

Here, B = (0, 0, B) and B(t) = B0(sin(ωt),− cos(ωt), 0) respectively denote the Zeeman coupling
constants of the static field and circularly polarized AC one with frequency ω. They are defined as
B = gµBHdc and B0 = gµBHac (g, µB, Hdc and Hac are respectively electron g factor, Bohr magneton,
and the strength of the static and AC magnetic fields), and Stot =

∑

r
Sr is the total spin of the system.

The AC field is in the x-y plane and it means that the laser is irradiated from the z direction. The
first term Ĥmag represents the static multiple-spin interaction and usually a Heisenberg-type exchange
interaction is dominant there.
For this driven system, only three Fourier components Ĥ0,+1,−1 are finite: Ĥ0 = Ĥmag − BŜz

tot and

Ĥ±1 = ∓ i
2B0Ŝ

±
tot. Here, we define operators Ŝ±

tot = Ŝx
tot + ±iŜy

tot. The truncated Floquet Hamiltonian
is thereby estimated as

Ĥeff = Ĥmag −

(

B +
B2

0

2h̄ω

)

Ŝz
tot +O

(

(h̄ω)−2
)

. (25)

One finds that an effective Zeeman interaction −(B2
0/(2h̄ω))Ŝ

z
tot emerges owing to the applied laser. The

Floquet Hamiltonian indicates that circularly polarized THz laser can change the value of magnetization
〈Ŝz

tot〉. An image of this Floquet theory is depicted in Fig. 3. It is well known that if we apply a circularly
polarized high-frequency wave (such as visible light) to metallic systems with SO coupling, an effective
Zeeman interaction also appears through the combination between charge-light and SO couplings. This
Floquet engineering is called inverse Faraday effect [53] and it has been utilized in various studies of
condensed-matter and applied physics [8]. Equation (25) shows that an inverse Faraday effect can also be
generated even by applying circularly polarized THz (low-frequency) laser through the direct spin-light
coupling.
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FIG. 3. Set up of our model (24) of a quantum spin system under a circularly polarized THz laser, and an image
of Floquet mapping for the model.

However, we should note that if the spin Hamiltonian Ĥmag is SU(2)-symmetric (i.e., spin-rotation

symmetric) like the Heisenberg model
∑

〈r,r′〉 Ŝr · Ŝr
′ , the static (time averaged) magnetization 〈Ŝz

tot〉

does not change even under the existence of the laser-driven Zeeman term [24]. This is understood by
mapping the driven system to that on a rotating frame via the Unitary transform

Û(t) = exp
(

iŜz
totωt

)

. (26)

This mapping has been often used in the study of magnetic resonance [6] and it eliminates the time-
periodic Zeeman coupling since the Unitary rotation has the same frequency ω as the laser. After acting
Û(t) to the Schrødinger equation from the left side, the transformed Hamiltonian Ĥu = Û(t)Ĥ(t)Û†(t)−
iÛ(t)(∂tÛ

†(t)) is given by

Ĥu = Ĥmag −BŜz +B0Ŝ
y − h̄ωŜz = Ĥmag −Bu · Ŝ, (27)

where we have defined a new field Bu = (0,−B0, B + h̄ω). We note that the spin Hamiltonian Ĥmag

is invariant through the mapping due to the SU(2) symmetry. As expected, the in-plane AC field is
mapped to a static field B0 along the Sy axis, while an additional Zeeman term −h̄ωŜz emerges. From
this static model (27), we see that the spin along the new field Bu is conserved and therefore the static
magnetization cannot grow even by applying any circularly polarized laser. For instance, a magnetic
anisotropy such as single-ion terms Dz

∑

r
(Ŝz

r
)2 and Ising ones ∆z

∑

〈r,r′〉 Ŝ
z
r
Ŝz
r
′ is necessary to break

this conservation. Such anisotropies stem from SO coupling and after all it means that even the THz
inverse Faraday effect requires an interaction connecting real and spin spaces like the usual high-frequency
inverse Faraday effect. In Refs. [24, 68], the detailed condition for generating a large 〈Ŝz

tot〉 is discussed
and its value is numerically computed.

Ultrafast Control of Spin Chirality and Spin Current in Multiferroic Magnets

In this subsection, we consider another type of magnetic insulators, a class of multiferroic magnets [66,
67]. Multiferroics stands for the system with cross-correlated multiple ferro-type orders in the broad
sense. Particularly, in the last decade, researchers have actively studied a class of multiferroic magnetic
insulators with a strong coupling (called magneto-electric (ME) coupling) between magnetic moments and
electric polarization. Therefore, recently the word “multiferroics” have been used as this sort of magnets
in a limited sense. In this subsection, I will use terminology “multiferroics” according to this convention.
In such multiferroic magnets, there are several types of ME couplings and the electric polarization may
be almost always approximated by a function of electron spins.
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FIG. 4. Our two-spin multiferroic magnet under a circularly polarized THz laser.

When we theoretically analyze the essential aspects of the Floquet engineering for multiferroics [25], it
is enough to consider a simple two-spin multiferroic magnetic model described by Fig. 4. In this model,
two spins resides on the x-y plane and circularly polarized THz laser propagates parallel to the z axis.
The Hamiltonian is given by

Ĥ2spin(t) = Ĥmag −B(t) · Ŝ −E(t) · P̂ (28)

The first term Ĥmag is the two-spin interaction like Eq. (24). The second and third terms are driven
by the circularly polarized laser: The second is the Zeeman interaction of the AC field B(t) =
B0(sin(ωt),− cos(ωt), 0) with B0 = gµBHac and the third is the coupling between the AC electric

field E(t) = E0(cos(ωt), sin(ωt), 0) and the electric polarization P̂ . The symbol Ŝ = Ŝ1 + Ŝ2 is the sum

of two spins Ŝ1,2, and the strength of magnetic field Hac satisfies Hac = E0/c with c being speed of light.
Let us compute the truncated Floquet Hamiltonian for the model (28). The Fourier components are

given by Ĥ0 = Ĥmag and Ĥ±1 = − 1
2 (E0P̂

± ± iB0Ŝ
±), where Ŝ± = Ŝx ± iŜy and P̂± = P̂ x ± iP̂ y.

Therefore, the effective Hamiltonian up to the 1/ω order is

Ĥeff = Ĥmag −
1

2h̄ω

[

B2
0 Ŝ

z − iE2
0 [P̂

x, P̂ y]− iE0B0

(

[P̂ x, Ŝx] + [P̂ y, Ŝy]
) ]

. (29)

This may be viewed as the generic formula for the Floquet Hamiltonian of multiferroic magnets under a
circularly polarized laser [25]. The terms proportional to 1/ω are all the laser-driven interactions. The
first term with Ŝz corresponds to the inverse Faraday effect discussed in the previous subsection. The
other terms proportional to E0B0 appear only in multiferroics with ME coupling, and they disappear in
usual magnetic insulators (See Sec. ).
With this formula of Eq. (29), let us consider a multiferroic model with a concrete ME coupling. Among

several ME couplings, I here focus on so-called inverse DM type coupling, in which the electric polarization
is given by the outer product of two neighboring spins V̂ = Ŝ1 × Ŝ2 (vector spin chirality) [66]:

P̂ = gmee12 × (Ŝ1 × Ŝ2), (30)

where gme is the ME coupling constant and generally depends on the frequency ω. The vector e12 =
(cos θ, sin θ, 0) is the unit vector connecting two spins as shown in Fig. 4 and the symbol × denotes outer
product. This inverse DM type coupling is originated from SO coupling and is known to often emerge in
multiferroics with super-exchanges between a transition metal ion and an oxygen ion (such as Mn oxides

and Cu oxides) [65–67, 69, 70]. Substituting the polarization P̂ = gme(sin θV̂
z,− cos θV̂ z, cos θV̂ y −

sin θV̂ x) to the Floquet Hamiltonian (29), we obtain

Ĥeff = Ĥmag −
B2

0

2h̄ω
Ŝz −

gmeE0B0

2h̄ω
e12 · V̂ . (31)
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The final term is generated by the cross-correlation between E0 and B0, and may be called a laser-
driven DM interaction. DM interactions generally make two neighboring spins perpendicularly oriented
with each other, while standard exchange interactions prefer a collinear spin structure (parallel or anti-
parallel). Therefore, the co-existence of exchange and DM interactions usually creates a non-collinear
spin structure, in which neighboring spins take a certain angle φ 6= 0, π. The effective model (31) thus
indicates that if we apply a circularly polarized laser to a multiferroic magnet with inverse DM coupling,
a non-collinear magnetic structure can be created or annihilated.
It is straightforward to extend the result of Eq. (31) to many-spin multiferroic models. For instance,

an one-dimensional (1D) multiferroic model along the x direction under a circularly polarized laser is
described by the following Hamiltonian

Ĥ1D =
∑

j

JŜj · Ŝj+1 −B · Ŝtot −B(t) · Ŝtot −E(t) · P̂tot, (32)

where Sj is the electron spin on jth site, Stot =
∑

j Sj is the total spin, and the polarization is given by

P̂tot = gem
∑

j e× (Ŝj × Ŝj+1) with e = (1, 0, 0) being the unit vector along the chain (x) direction. The
first term is the 1D exchange interaction between neighboring spins and the second is the static Zeeman
interaction. The third and fourth terms are generated by applied laser fields B(t) and E(t). After some
algebra, we arrive at the Floquet Hamiltonian

Ĥeff =
∑

j

JŜj · Ŝj+1 −B · Ŝtot −
B2

0

2h̄ω
Ŝz
tot −

gmeE0B0

2h̄ω

∑

j

(Ŝj × Ŝj+1)
x. (33)

The final term is the laser-driven uniform DM interaction which prefers a spiral spin structure. A finite
spin chirality 〈V x

tot〉 =
∑

j〈(Ŝj × Ŝj+1)
x〉 is shown [25] to be created when we numerically solve the

Schrødinger equation for the driven multiferroic model (32). This is owing to the competition between
exchange and laser-driven DM interactions in Eq. (33). An image of this Floquet engineering is depicted
in Fig. 5.
A local spin chirality 〈V x

j 〉 = 〈(Ŝj × Ŝj+1)
x〉 can be viewed as a local spin current [9, 66]. From the

equation of continuity of spin, one sees that a local spin flow can appear if neighboring spin chiralities
have different expectation values: 〈V x

j 〉− 〈V x
j+1〉 6= 0. Such a spin current is numerically shown [25] to be

created if we apply a “spatially modulated” laser to the 1D multiferroic model. As I mentioned in Sec. ,
spatially modulated THz laser could be generated with meta-material techniques [50–52].
In addition to inverse DM interaction, the magneto-striction mechanism is also famous as a representa-

tive of ways of generating ME couplings [67]. This mechanism usually stems from spin-phonon coupling

and leads to a coupling between a local electric polarization and a local exchange energy Ŝr · Ŝr
′ . Of

course, it is generally possible to propose a Floquet engineering with such a magneto-striction ME cou-
pling. In fact, it has been predicted [26] that a topological spin liquid can be created if we apply a
circularly polarized laser to a honeycomb Kitaev model [71–73] with a striction type ME coupling.

SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this Chapter, I have reviewed the basic theoretical part of Floquet engineering [20–23], focusing on
isolated periodically-driven quantum systems. Floquet theorem, Floquet-Magnus expansion for deriving
the effective Floquet Hamiltonian, and its physical meanings have been explained in Sec. . The truncated
Floquet Hamiltonian can be used to correctly describe the short-time behavior of driven systems. Then,
in Sec. , I have discussed some information about currently-available laser and electromagnetic waves
which is important to perform Floquet engineering in materials, especially, solids. The intensity of 1
[MV/cm] gives a reference amplitude of AC electric field for effective engineering of physical quantities.
Finally, I have explained two examples of Floquet engineering in magnetic insulators: inverse Faraday
effect with THz laser in generic magnetic insulators [24, 68] and ultrafast control of spin chirality in
multiferroics [25].
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FIG. 5. Floquet engineering of a multiferroic chain with inverse DM coupling under a circularly polarized THz
laser.

Further development of Floquet theory is necessary to more accurately predict Floquet engineered
quantities in materials. An important research direction is the development of sophisticated theories
treating effect of environment (i.e., dissipation) because dissipation effect cannot be ignored in real
materials driven by laser. Approaches based on non-equilibrium Green’s function [12, 14] and quantum
master equation [15, 18, 19] have high potential to provide a deep insight to dissipative periodically driven
systems. These studies would also contribute to the development of the fundamental of non-equilibrium
physics.
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